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Iskra wes the name Lenin called his paper. Not through dictionaries but. 
through action was Lenin able toj_ ; trant-latjefe.Q;ni n 8 this word into 

the language of all world*s oppressed. We are'adopting the name of 
Lenin’s paper, the Spark, not because we are sc fond of the name , f but 
because the name means -sorothitfg "to -Us; ±t- : meWhs thb rcslir recti or of 
Leninism. We hope that from this Spark shall rise a flame-'the flame of^ 
workers revolution-.*-: ? .... *-• «~ 

The Marxist Woricers. Lfeargue-wa*s-foundect as r ■;& result; of a’ split within 
the Oehler group. (Revolutionary Wtrkers League)' ; The split, as the. ar- . 
tides explain'.took -plare-e *»n w trh£’ rest ■'frdport’smd;' question of 'the day* 
the Spanish war. It would be wrong,'however, to say that what was in¬ 
volved in the s-plit .was—on-Ly-tfe disagreement dir-Spain. To- deal with 
the Spanish question means to deal With the general.war position, means _ 
to deal w ith the ques-t -oi*- -f.a 3*0-1 stnf tthe' T s'ta-t e, -united front, etc. j-t 

is impossible to have a false position, on "Spain and at the same time 
to have a correct poddon-oh any of these questions. All these ques¬ 
tions are so closely interlinked that it is impossible to separate them. 
To be wrong or -the -Spanish’-war -means to open the dtfbr wide open te 
social- patriotism in the coming world imperialist war. 1 hat is exactly 
what the Oehler group is doing. Any organization having a false position- 
on such a fundamental question as war ceases to-be Marxist and passes 
over to the camp of the -class enemy. We are proud that we split from 
such a centrist Outfit. 

Sore peop-Le- "W-i-ll' -s-ayi the war in Spain will soon be over and what will 
you do next? How will you distinguish yourself from the other parties 
and groups? .They fail to understand that it is not simply a question of : 
Spain alone * Spain, presents to us -certain lessons, ^hfe future positions 
of aid- ■groups and parties will be' based cn the lessons of Spain. Failing 
to draw the correct lessons out of Spain dooms these organizations in 
the future to opportunism. Would the Bolsheviks have ‘been able to bui 
a Marxist vanguard if they had not drawn correct lessons out of the 
imperialist world war? Absolutely not! 

After tbe Marxist Workers League Was founded : there also took place a 
split within the Weisbord group, the friends of the °lass Struggle.These 
comrades, agreeing with the fundamental position on °pain, joined the 
Marxist Workers League and together with the original group of comrades 
are concetrating their main efforts to help build a Marxist vanguard. 

The League is now in the process of working out a full program on all 
important principled as well as tactical questions. We are publishing 
in this issue the .draft program on some of the questions. Discussion on 
the program will be carried on openly and we will not attempt to conceal 
any serious differences if we find they exist. 

We do not intend to utilize our publication as an exchange house for 
various views. On the contrary we shall conduct it along the lines of a 
strictly, defined tendency. But while explaining to the workers our own 
point of view, we shall at the same time leave our publication^open to 
polemics between different comrades of other tendencies. Polemics, 
however, will not become the dominant feature of our organ. 

(continued on next page) 








The Spark 

This issue of the paper deals mainly with international, questions. Only 
too well do we realize that to continue talking about world events 
without concetrating our efforts on solving the problems affecting the 
American working class, would mean becoming estranged from the American 
workers. We must and we shall discuss problems facing the United States 
Our slogan now as ever is 5 the main enemy is at home- American impe¬ 
rialism. The other issues of the Spark will give answers to problems 
of the coming American revolution. 
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Rote: We have been delayed in securing a Post Office box address. The 
next issue will definitely carry one# We therefore ask all those 
who wish to communicate with.us to write to the following address 
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New York City, New York 
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....... period of dual power began witn. the, v.ery first day / ~*f the war,. The 1 

■’otmoe.-'atif' bmerger5.sl a was powerless 4 in face r.f the ?rislaugh! of the 
working class forces«. The fflsial ?e opTe s ** Front government ■••coridn" I 
make a move wibhout the workers'- approval* Passports were .issued by. 
the workers ..committees* In some border t rns control was completely In 
the hands of the workers * The war was prosecuted by the working class 
and che aims therefore weru working class .aims « The character the- war 
took "m. in these days was one of a .civil war of classes and demanded 
the active support of the entire world working class* 

It was at that time that the 11 liberal 11 bourgeoisie sabotfxged the war- 
a war which was net in their interest and. which they did-, not controls 
In Marxist terminology this is what is known as reactionary defeatism. 
They worked for the military defeat ®f the workers armies at the front. 
Wherever they could, they sold out-. In this manner the cities of Irun 
and dan Sebastian were given up. It was because of the Peoples Front 
betrayal that the miners were unable to take Oviedo, 

Lack of a Marxist Party doomed the Spanish workers to failure<, Gradua¬ 
lly, with the aid of their lackeys, the Stalinists-Socialist-Anarchist- 
POUM combination, the bourgeoisie was able to regain control of things! 
The workers militias were dissolved and in their place was ushered in 
a centralized capitalist army. Workers police were abolished and. once 
again the hated assault guards patrolled the streets. The revolutionary 
Peoples Tribunals which tried counter-revolutlonaires were liquidated 
and the regular arm of the capitalists, the State xnx courts came upon 
the scene. From then on revolutionists were tried. Control of customs 
houses were taken away from the workers committees and handed" over to 
the bourgeoisie machine. Collectivization was stopped. Factories were 
gradually returned te their owners. This all marked the liquidation. 

:f dual power. 

Thus the taking of the war out of the workers hands and placing.it in 
the hands of- the bourgeoisie- was not the result of one day. It was a 
process. There are people, who, trying to avoid the fact that the cha¬ 
racter of the war has changed, demand of-us in no mild language: give , 
us a date.when the war became an imperialist war. .To such people, who. 
do not see. events as a process but as a one day. occurence, we Will, 
patiently try to give a Marxian dialectical explanation 

When the working class In the July days was beginning to take- things 
into its .own hands, it forgot one important task- it' forgot to sma-sh 
the rid capitalist state apparatus. It allowed the old rotten capita¬ 
list state to exist side by side with the dual pewer of the workers 0 
Because, the bour.ges.-ie state was net smashed, it was therefore possible t 
for the capitalist state to reconsolidate itself, regain its positions, 
transform the character of the war- all this in a relatively peaceful 
mannerc 

Some, fronts the bourgeoisie regained control of quicker than others, 
in Valencia, where the working class movement was always to the right, 
the bourgeoisie was able to set up Its own capitalist army and imme¬ 
diately dissolve the workers militia. In Madrid 'end Aragon the process 
was more difficult. There, through ’’centralization”. by means of mer¬ 
ging the- armed forces, the bourgeoisie gradually established Its con¬ 
trol. In worst cases it was forced to disarm the workers. Not too 
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infrequently, in order tc eliminate ahem from the scene, were workers _ 
militias thrown into pre-arrainged lost battles, only to be slaughtered. 
Thus today we are able to.see’ Loyrlis b Spain having the most centra¬ 
lized, disciplined, trained bourgeois army* 'whereas .a lew mon.ftm ago 
remnants of the workers militias still existed, now even these are 
gone. 

Spanish Republican forces are ready now, according to their commanders, 
to meet any attack from the rebels thrust for thrust, and more than 
that, to take them by surprise with a huge mobile army. (NY Times, 

Dec. 19, 1.937) 

The author of these lines does not deal with the question of control 
of the army. He takes for granted that the bourgeoisie is in control* 

He already has gone beyond that stage. Now it is a question how effec¬ 
tive this army is, how its defensive powers are, and more important, 
its attacking power. To speak of the working class carrying on a civil 
war of. classes without its own armed forces is to revise Marxism 
completely. 

The question will be asked: "But if, as-you say, the imperialist oon- 
flicts have replaced the civil war, wh^r does the war still continue. 

If the questionnaire were to pomder over his own question .he would 
readily arrive at the answer. The very fact that the, war continues 
under bourgeoie hegemohy and that the fight instead of being diminished 
grows,more intense, is proof enough that the.two bourgecie factions _ 
have opposing Interests - thus making the continuation net o y P* 
but imperative. To pose it more concisely: whan the yTG^h^efiflict 
was uppermost, the "democratic" bourgeoisie subordinated its conflict^ 
with the Juan March- Franco gang of robbers, and did everything p»ssx 
ble to sabotage the war. But now when the working class struggle is 
pushed to the background, the loyalists can wall » f f 

out with the opposing capitalist faction. In this manner 
the cream of the crop of the working class movement. Thus it also 
selves its unemployed problem. And what is more important, capital s. 
Spain, if either side gains a decisive victory, as a result oi Me 
war, will emerge as a European power to be reckoned with* 

Let us cite a few quotations to prove what the fight in Spain is now 
about: ’’Others, however, believe he (Franco) must know his. forces are 
not strong enough to take Madrid, and that he will try something mudi 
easier- pe?haos a drive on Alm eria or against the Almd e^eroury 
mines, vvTrroTa~Tr^ Icuiarly co?eb, "as it^TTaTa gif^them__a 

wori d in orlopofy~uf• The mineral *” (New York Times,Sep 1 ti 25, 1937) • 

This quotation speaks for itself. It takes the breath away from those 1 
who claim that there, exists a civil war of classes. And if the reader 
were not convinced. with this slcne, we will offer another quotation to 
prove our contention* - 

’’Rich deposits of lead, copper,. Iren, and coal situated in and around 
Penarrcya, forty miles northwest of Cordoba,- is the prize for which .the- 
Rebels- and Loyalists have struggled for the last three months. (New 
lark Times, Oct. 29.,1937) 

Will tWme be a truce between the Fascists and the Peeples Front gcv*t? 
Yes " and 'nv* The two bourge.oie factions might go on battling each , other 
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for quite, a 'period, if -time^ precisely because the workers danger is 
eliminated. The ties;they have with, different great imperialist powers i 
and the special .advantages; Favors, concessions ? ' that each group will 
get from its imperialist''ally makes it imperative for each group to 
continue the war. Each side is now busy working its hardest to- get a 
decisive victory over the other and in this way "obtain the* whole Spa¬ 
nish economy under its. control. Precisely because the workers danger 
> can: they go on fighting each other for the control 

ox the hat ion. According to the Trotskyists and their left tinge, the 
0ehierites, as soon as the workers revolution is liquidated there will? 
be a truce, failing completely to take into account the imperialist ■* 
struggle, the.different economic interests the two bourgeois factions 
have being .allies ,to. differen-t imperialist powers. In the first-•period 
ol the war, when, the character of the war was a civil war of classes' :* 
-the^ .demccratie ’ bourgeoisie's main, interest'was to slacken, the fight, 
(gi/ing-up Truri pnd-3an; Sebastian) Today, however, the character of - 
une war having- changed;, it can organize military offensives' and reallv 
make a hard attempt to win the war. 

Witness the xai^est capture of Teruel by the Loyalist government• Those 
who claim that there, exists- a civil wa.r ...and therefore condlude that- the 
Peoples Front is sabotaging:, the war, are confronted" with military offen- 
sx/es 'Which shatter their entire social patriotic position.- Facts are 
stubborn things . Life .is: daily exposing the■falseness of the-position- : 
of these centrists .. . 

The Oehlerites have an entirely unatainable position. They comp let ely* 
lack an understanding- aa. to the delation between Imperialist war and 
civil war. To quote one .of their greatest confunionists, Hugo Oehler- • 
ihe- present situation in Spain is characterized by 'a civil war of 
classes .and an Imperialist- conflict,, with the imperialist Conflict, - 
haying the.upper hand-, -but the antagonisms between fcommunism and- capi-c 
ta 1 ism decisive • (0ctissue of Fourth International•)- ; ■ ’ 

Greater confusion could net have come.forth fromtone who ’claims to be 
a theoretical leader. According to b e hler, ’’the imperialist conflicts : 
have the upper hand and yet it is not an imperiaTis't ■ war 11 What- then ' 
maxes an imperialist war? Can there be an imperialist' war' when the 
working class struggle has the upper hand? Obviously -not . Not even- 
Oehler will say that. What then, according to the centrist; .-Oeh-ler makes 
the •struggle- in Spain a civil war of classes? ’’Because the- fundamental " 

struggle -is...be tween the working- class, and capitalism 0 ' replies. Oehler« .. 

?ut # that is ..always- true even in normal ’’peaceful” times. ‘That, was true, 
during the World “ar. The class struggle did not disappear then. What 
made possible the carrying on-of the imperialist Werid War was precisely” 
the fact that thq imperialist-.conf lie ts had the upper hand; precisely . 
because the Working, class struggle- was subordinated, ,was pushed t© the 
background. -Ah, but let us dig a little deeper and we shall find the 
’error” (read: opportunism) of Oehlerism, an ’’error” which- lays the 
basis for the support of a future world war. 


Th.^ Spanish struggle is more than MERELY an* imperialist conflict. In 
claiming.it is merely an imperialist war, the ultra-lefts ignore some 
of the most.economic forces and class relations of -present day society” 
(Nov. 1937 issue of... t.he fourth, International, -our emphasis) 
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you see, the Spanish war is an imperialist war, bu ^ Tr ,ii Vl tS ia - n 2i s e e il^Sas ** 
?hat. it is something else also. And what is the something else ir n^o 

We Were quick-in guessing! It is alco a civil war of cesses. Lid you 
ever, hear ’’logic” like this? Unlike ’Lenin* s teaching hat . 

either this- OR that, we are told ‘by*-'Oehler that a-war. is tnis A * 

Suppose'we grant °ehler that it- is both. Wewant to. tav howej, which 

dominates? What. is- - uppermost ? He is kind enough to: teil us, ^e cha- 
imperialist conflicts-dominate. What then, we beg; knOw,^is th 
racter. of a< war in which the imperialist conflicts domina11. U, • - 
ahswers us ; ’’fundamentally a ciril war of- classes” . To wp^CAdily 

reply, t-hatv^uch- ’’logic” and ” theory” paves the. way f©r thq sup.p*rt 
world imperialist slaughter! I! ’• . .. 

Pvery struggle -• wit&Ln society is"only another form of' clas j ,war .. Wien 
the bourgeoisie is .. able to s ubordinate the class smuggle NNiri ’luck" 
o-round It can theiy;carry on Its imperialist war. Wiat exists, in (3 c. 
f situation are net. : fwe combined things: imperialilt war and civil 
The character th¥Tthe- war takes in such ' a situation is an imP^gtgy 
she. Only, when ".the- working, class transforms the character of 
can one speak .of the war .being,fundamentally a civil war of classes .. To 
•sneak of -the '".C^vil--War -and the imperialist conflict^ in Spain would« 
bf correct :.&nly if-the struggle-in Spai# was essentially a class war, 
in which the imperialist p.wers w.uld benefit in. a secondary sense,, as 
they did. in relation-tc the civil Wfer in Russia. But; to say that the., : 

imperialist conflict^' h'a^ei the' .upper <hand, and then t« turn around and, 
Skit a civil war of classes^is nott.' understand .the relationship 
between imperialist war and civil war. - " 

According to Oehler Imperialist war and civil war canyexist side by 
side in an open form. What he is preaching therefore is np.t a [ C.omp^e |e 
break with the war, but "strengthening" the giyil to. aspect . of. 
war"'and "weakening" the imperialist aspect. What the ghlerit.es. stend 
for is not the transformation of this capitalist slaughter into civil ; 
war of classes but a gradual growing' over of this wgr.in^p cg.asswgr.^. 
Logically.therefore-they canno.t advocate the disruption,,of the Peoples 
Front armies, but its reform. Its- "being overnight captured, by■-Sovlets 
How contrary to what history taught, usU- that when a capitalist, army 
is engaged in actual warfare, the only <4y;sf disrupting that a.rmy is 
to "work "for its defeat. Ail talk about the struggle^etween Ue .prjle 
tariat and the bourgeoisie-being more- decisive and there.fprt, the. * 
"necessity -of intensifying.-the -anti-fascist struggle ...only ht-lps .ti.cover 
up the fact-that the. workers in-Spain are giving th.ei.r lives_fcx ^the 
capitalists. As sppased to the formulation of _ all; . 

the war -that- "the ; war-.and-the revolution are inseparable the Marxists , 
mst answer: war QR-^evolution, i,e; revolution AGAINST' the,warU l 

We* are 'devoting so much s.pace tr the-•Oehlerites f«r. two' reasons .. First, 
because >e recently split from these opportunists and. .sewndly, as we , 
shall see later, their -talk is more dangerous than the, trotskyist.or 
others. They are masters in-the art of ’’left’ phraseology. 

Says nehler.further* in the same article: "Instead of ONLY an imperialist 
way-; the class” aspect of the imjwifldlst conflicts as well, as .in. the , . 
cbmljiB-imperialist war (he meant ij^-d War) is heightened instead, of- 
Rimini shed.- because it is decay, capitalism." (his own.emphasis ). ., 

What is Oehiek driving at? Let‘us analyze the dangerous .pAson^.contained 
in this sentence. Here Oehler is not t&lkmg about Spain in,particular.-. 










i93s v-t ;■" ,‘ - r :, : ; " ■>,\v-,v 
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capitalis^whl^impIrllli^lSSenii f Un J ik >f- v the P eri ^' **£ develupir 
less ; CLASS- conflict” in th e Lh>n^ ? - t,o a .higher degree w3 

n th'e CLASS STRUGGLE aspect drive '2f ca P italisn G says,. -Oehler, 

The re f.ore, he eon elude s tha t' si non °+-S ? he , f urf f c e " ' (hi s = -own- empha s i i 

aspect " Of' %e: ’’class! 
. won* t he ONLY imperial is t • wars ' A„ r / ,S • heig ^- ed the wars from* now on 
on the ground- that ”it is not ONfv ^ 1 ^ 6 : h ? supports the .war in Spain 
future wars on tKe'same basis qoL n ^Wlai .at .war",'hewill support 
"Oehlar made a mistake' in-writiriK LLthwT* 11, ^hSHite po'ssib 

'urther to prove ^isons no;t the;.easel!:, 'We shall 

" , tnat it fo^s- ,& -f.i*ndamenta L-line. ■ • 
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quote fur the- 


July bevoluti^aiT .upsurge tf' 19^ hS b b fe hr y e ;uttsci ,:J * ere **• 
:Siatfe;pessible:thJtilS?fr n |tionoffe* 

(his own emphasis) «ehler is ^eekfn^“ tC a :™RE imperialist war 
less to say, he'll never fed ltT g T 1 '^re imperialist war, : tand need- 
'imperia 1 i$t-.-.eonf 1 iots havefee fefehajf" wjfctESP" i f'? ?ri h lst ™ th l 

social eo; t0 tl , 

Sajs * as* , *--’fl'a •*** t-il t; *’*** Trota] ! **H 

, of the s truggle is Th f. D^MlNABT;- character 

democracy and Fascism, in Subs tale a te £ ,. Wa 5 be tween bourgeoie 

peasants of their nights fed noslfd def?n ? e of th e Spanish workers - and 
of, those by th,e victory of FrLfe"* against ;the Certain annihilation 


Wo must give the devil the credit 


understand that if the war is to bf^ Ld " c vlf - e - "' rot skyist 
character cannot bo tho imperialist ’ o K 

mentapy truth, does not " 


tn^f„f n ■ r n 'i — - prevent .them, however f 

tunists. Look hpw opportunist! ' '' ' * 


not between the working“^r S P ”* ^ questioni 


4 j .pn j . ~~n~~ war > ■ hhe dominant 
filletso understanding this ele- 
"y'om being good *pp«>- 


•e question! it is ..a civil war 

completely,revised the' Male is t “1511* f !? 1 h lis - t ? ‘ 1 - they have 


•vented 'a new, brand neW tiiUnftife”" F?K?f ^ cifil war, and have in- 


ween bourgeois, democracy' anlfabcism'd Vfe !? r in f Arm of a wscr bet- 
re visxonism during the last decade? The worst *’.? 6 h F® ^ een any Sweater 
democrats never even dared to sav thm-s n f H f reformists, the social 
capitalist rule is * st ' fefetSifefe•**»* W 
same people .will not repeat the waTi Mark ye s if,these. ’' 

tic" imperialist power and a fecit!' be U eeil a " demo 

during- "the Lord ' s day.bf 'pLhl P-Werlf ' 


>cra< 
Why, already. 


that "to proclaim for“peaCe iLprance^ ( durl UD. S< f haC ^ ma y g ^ ves us Warning 
vxng the Soviet Union in'the lurchk afw^ll« ou ld mean lea-' 
nothing more than workers in uniforl*" fel R' ^ he /^ch soldiers 

16, 1937) But we are getting^wfwrom ^ the^a^f! S lectu f e on N ^ v * 

as Dossihip i 0o +. TL , the we must return to it 


are 


as quickly as possible lest 


we forget the crux of the matter, 


These brilliant 


tant thing. And feisfefecidlnt wLthfed v * Tkers one imp«r- 

Why should bourgeois democracy fee such! bfe U 1 * a . thla question. 
Is it in order to defend the woSfng class ^! te f Wa ? a S ai “t Franco? 

It is precisely this question which the Tr>nf rgcl ^ 1 f at ^ ons against fascism? 
fear it would expose their entire odd or t]& d&re net touch > for 

the workers that bourgeois democracy felL?” Y® afraid to tell 

workers organizations but is utilizing th^ flght T‘S to protect the 
nomic struggle against F ran ® 0 g these organizations in lts eoo _ 


np L e answer these opportunists have; the Peoples Front is fighting, not 
beeau-e it 'wants tb; but because it Is forced by the workers to fight, 
From this they deduce that the Peoples F PO nt is therefore sabotaging 
the war. Nething could be further away from the truth than this kind 
of argument* 


First we must make it clear that Ifche workers are not holding the bour- 
jfoje-cis’e democrats prisoners, but the opposite is true,. S QC ondly, it Is 


not ihe working class v/hich is conducting. the war, but the bourgeoisie* 
And thirdly, and most important, the ’’liberal” bourgeoisie, is not sabe* 
taging the war but is actively prosecuting it; not in the interests of 
the workers, not to defend democracy,, but to conquer Spanish economy fo 
itself-' and to preserve the alliance with Angle-French imperialism. 


These. who claim that what is taking-.place today In' Spain is a ’’three*' 


cornered” struggle (’’the democratic bourgeoisie vs. the fascist bour¬ 


geoisie and the proletariat vs. both”) are substituting .wishes for 
frets. The only correct way of stating facts, not wishes, is .to' .say 
that the proletariat instead of fighting against both factions of the 
ruling class, is fighting for one against the others To compare-there” 
fore the Kornilov days with the present Spanish situation is to be 
blind to events. The war against Kornilov was a -classy warwhi’ch. the 
working class fought independently, with its' own’ organs of., -power*; Soviet 
and with its own workers militia, against both sections of the bour.geoi 
(againsi Kornilov and Kerensky) In Spain It is just the, opposite. 


•Social-patriots have many arguments to. justify their support- of' the 


once; for the defeat of- capitalism in its fascist form at t 
its democratic form at th*e* roar.” From this-'they conclude; 


the 


war. One of their cleverest is this; ”It is necessary to fight on tw 
fronts at 
front and 

’’the main enemy at the front ate the fascists and the main enemy at the 
rear is the Peoples F PO nt.” Well, well,' wellU Haw tricky this argu¬ 
ment is. F e t us analyze it. 


Why in ’’heaven-s name” can*t one use the same ’’logic” in a war between 
Germany and France or between any other two countries? Using this 
”lrgic” one can say: ’’German capitalism is attacking at the front, 
therefore let us fight it. At the " same time we'must f ight ^’rendh- cap-id • 
taiism in the rear. In this manner-vie’ 1 11 defeat both at the same time'*” 
Against such ’’logic” one need not -waistq much time arguing. It is . su¬ 
fficient to remark that in advocating tlie -fight at the front, one is in 
reality aiding ”his own” government. Every victory that he will score 
against German capitalism at the front will aid French capitalism in ;the 
rear , The same applies for Spain". Every victory .of 'the Peoples Front 
government, at the front' only helps to-' strengthen its rule in. the rear,. 


One cannot fight the.* Peoples Front at the rear if :one advocates the pro¬ 
secution of - the wir. To be able t© .pr©secure <the war -presupposes the 
feeding of the troop's, presupposes the shipment of arms to* .the front. 
ANY STRIKE IN THE REAR WHICH PREVENTS THE FRONT' FRdf# OBTAINING.,THESE 
MATERIALS'-OCEANS THE SABOTAGE OF THE YifAR. Those who, therefore are; for 
the continuance of the war against France mus-t '.logically ...do.ciar.e-‘themr; 
selves opposed to strikes in the rear. If they continue: v a 4 vooatIng. they 
continuance of the war and at the' same" time: call- for 3 trike s' .In t he. 
near, that is their contradiction. ’ ' ’ - 


The Spanish Trotskyists drev; the logic of their'position and. here is .. in 
w hat strike breaking position they found.themselyessin.-During the May 
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Days uprising they issued the fell owing leaflet to the • barricade f'i'ghj 
part $f which, said; .’’General strike in ; all 'industries.-excepting those 
connected with"the prosecution of the war.” Which industries during •; 
war time aren’ t connected with the prosecution cf the wary Since all' , 
'Industries ' are, .the -logic would therefore be; no strikes.In this man] 
It becomes,clearer 'every day that social patriotism is irreconcilable 
with class struggle-. 

One important, reason for the failure of the Barcelona May 3rd* uprisi 
consisted' precisely- in the fact that the workers were not able to sep 
rate the., war Dr pm the . revolution, Some of the. regiments from the fron] 
on hearing the.-news pf . the uprising, began to return;,-to■ Barcelona to 1 
aid their.class brothers. The treacherous Anarchist and P.OUM leadersh 
met them on the way advising them to go back to the front, since 4bel 
return ’’"wouldlinear, leaving the front <open to the f&scisbse” Not so 
with the bourgeoisien Realj.zing the greater danger, they withdrew 
reactionary troops-.from the front and sent them intv Barcelona t? dro| 
the uprising*. -A. Marxist vanguard-would have given the : Barcedona -fights 
correct s j cgans* It"Would have told the soldiers at the front that si 
■the cuunter revolution n*w conducts the war, the war is: no more • their 
that they have. -no-business fighting, that- instead -they -should desert 
the front and. go. to Barcelona .to crush Companys.* Dike an echo, LiebkL 
necnts slogan'would-have rung'through the streets; Down, with the war J 
■Long live the revolution^ 

Do we tell-the..workers, to fight at the front? NeH The workers duty i 
tcf disrupt this’ capitalist front. Were We t$ tell the workers to fight 
at the front -we would’only be helping the government in its military 
conscription lawr. To advocate that the workers fight at the present 
•'•capitalist front, and then to add-”but create-workers militia” . Is- a 
6critradic.ti oh in itself» In essence this would’mean to place the Works 
under capitalist army-discipline and then to turn around asking them 
rebel against, that very same.‘discipline we just* placed them under*. Cou 
nterposed' to this confuaicnism, the Marxist Workers League raises this 
cry; those oppressed by the Peoples Front work for the military, defeat 
of ”their” army-and •”their” government. Those oppressed under Franco 
work for the. defeat of ”their” regime an.d army. 

No•neutral position in this struggle Is possible, hither one stands 
for the victory or for the defeat of the Peoples Front armies*. Either 
one suands. for its sabotage ?r for its support. To be against material 
aid to the Peoples Front government and at the same time to oppose •' 
sabotage., is. tc be illogical, To pose It concretely; a vote f^r/che ; - 
•mi&itqrry budget is the best material aid one can give the Peeples Fron 
government (.just like telling the workers to fight at the front is the 
the best material aid the government can obtain) Those who are. for 
material aid will have to vo-te for the military budget. Those who _ar< 
for sabotage will vote against it* But those who are for ”neither sa¬ 
botage nor support” will abstain* A-bstension In such a case means su¬ 
pport In the deepest sense of the ternu 
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mhis is the policy we advocate today for Spain. Everything, all talk 
about revolution, all radical phrases are just sheer fakery if one d>oo 
not work for the revolutionary defeat of one ! s ”own government. 

A defeatof the Peoples Front armies, hastening the revolution..in that^ 
manner, will *not ’ only -mean the overthrow of the Peoples iront bourgeoi¬ 
sie but. also a heavy blow against the E rari co section.; ust like a ae " 
feat of the Russian armies, facilitating victorious revolution, did 

not only mean the'defeat- of- Russia, but the disintegration ot the 

German armies and a revolution In Germany* 

Fraternization between the Peoples Front soldiers apd the France sol¬ 
diers is a tactic used to disrupt and disintegrate bfth capitalist 
armies. What are we fighting for? is a question the soldiers of both 
armies will ask each other. For whom are we fighting-.?. It is at this 
time that the slogan f9r peace is appropriate. The slogan of peace du¬ 
ring war time is"a slogan leading to Civil War. During ’’peace . _time_ 

'this siogpnfls pacifist and used by every faker* It is treason to advo¬ 
cate peach*In SpaiA today* We agree it:is treason, only not to the pro¬ 
letariat but to the bourgeoisie* We are for peace, not the kind of peace 
that will come about after the war is ended, which can only mean an 
imperialist. peace4 ^e fre for a peace fete&t Jte-ts a stop to.the present 
slaughter of worker by worker, a peace which will result in turning the 
guns against both'fascist and Republican generals, a peace that will 
start...the...w..QXke.rs_revolution, that will tell them to stop fighting at 

the present cap it all sT "Front "and ‘ instead" go back- home -to., seize.the ...land. 

and factories• Does that mean telling them t?o drop their guns? Noll We 
tell them to keep their guns, not to Fight each other, but. unite as one 
force to overthrow both oppressors* 

As far as we know, .all of .the ’’working class” -Parties- existing, in Spain 
have tied themselves to the chariot of social patriotism. Each party 
manages to betray the workers.in its-own way. Parties-like-the btali-r 
nists and Socialists proclaim•their betrayals -openly and donot hesi- 
tate. to shoot down the workers in cold blood,.'Others, like the Anarchists, 
POUM and Trotskyists do the'same job in the name of the '’workers revo¬ 
lution.” The Oeplerite controlled ’’left wing!’ :^f- the.-POUM was born on 
a social patriotic, line; 1 he only reason why its open betrayal- hasn’ t ■ 
come to the surface is precisely because its activities haven*t as yet 
come to the surface• : 

The task t$day, as it was yesterday, 1$ to- create a Marxist Party ca- - 
pable of *warning the .workers against the deceptions of the bourgeoisie* 

As a. beginning, the task of .those -aiming to build the new party is imme¬ 
diately to tell the. workers;: this war which- you have" started is no more 
yours; it -is being waged against your interests* Born in the struggle 
against, the -Spanish ..imperial*!st war, the new party will have a. chance 
to survive and lead the .workers to victory. On any other platform, it 
rather not be born' at ail; for its very foundation can only be social- 
patriotic. 'The first and foremost condition:for "the re groupment _ of the .■ 
Marxist vanguard is a .sharp,* unhesitant political “.and organizational, 
bheak with all varieties of oppyrtunism* A ny talk of unity with any of 
the existing ’’workers” par ties, means treachery. to the working-class,, 
means going over to the sid& of the'enemy class# Talk ,of reforming 
these parties can only.tend to create more Illusions in the minds of 
the -workers . %w ' the',, time is ripe : for the building of : a : Marx is t . Party 
in Spain!i1 'Workers are.becoming tired ftf the war, bread riots are 
occuring. Utilizing’ these things we : -can advance. Undoubtdly, the work 
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will be hard at first-. But the. test of a Marxist in these days consists! 
precisely in whether he is able to swim against the current. Forward* 

We are on the march!I 

BREAK WITH THE SPANISH IMPERIALIST “WAR ll 

TRANSFORM.. IT INTO A CIVIL WAR!!! 

FOR REVOLUTIONARY DEFEATISM! 

BREAK WITH REFORMISM AND CENTRISM! 

FOR A MARXIST PARTY IN SPAIN! 

DOWN WITH THE WAR! LONG LIVE THE REVOLUTION It! 


Dec. 193V 
Karl Mienov 

---- 1 

3M REVOLUTIONARY DEFEATISM . 

Much confusion prevails- In these- days as to what the meaning of revo¬ 
lutionary defeatism is* This confusion is purposely engendered by the I 
Trotskyists who are trying to put over a Stalinist line while still 
clinging to ’’radical 1 ’ phrases. Claiming to follow Leninism they at the! 
same time throw-- the> content out of Lenin’s idea leaving-.it a hollow 
shell. The question of revolutionary defeatism is again coming to the | 
forefront, especially at a time when the war danger becomes more acuteJ 
The crux of the matter is: the relation of Marxists to a war in whichj 
imperialist countries are allied t§ the Soviet Union against another 
bloc of imperialists. What is the duty of Marxists in such a case? Let! 
us quote what Trotsky has to say; 

' 5 - ; 

”ln France I would remain In opposition.to t^e government and would 
develop systematically this opposition. In Germany I would do■anything 1 
I could to sabotage- the war machinery . THEY ARE TWO DIFFERENT THINGS.” j 
(Case of Leon Trotsky, page 290- our emphasis) We agree with Trotsky j 
that t$ remain as President Lebrun’s opposition and to sabotage the war I 
machinery in Germany are two different things. The former action con¬ 
stitutes a support of the war covered up with left ’’opposition” while 
the latter action means, translating opposition to war into concrete ac-f 
tion. Someone might object;’’But isn’t Trotsky calling for defeatism in j 
Germany a ” Sure, but eo will the French generals call for military de- ! 
feat of Germany. So did the French Socialists in the last world war call 
for the defeat of. the German armies. The test, however, is how one acts! 
at home, how one behaves towards his ’’own” government. 

The U,s, Trotskyists are utilizing the low political development *of thei* 
membership and are making the question even more ’’deeper” so as to morel 
confuse their membership, ”Revolutionary defeatism,” they say, yesii 
i: Military defeats,” noil They have taken Lenin’s slogan and have twisted 
it around to make it mean the opposite. To them revolutionary defeatism! 
does not mean that we revolutionists work f#r the military defeat pf 
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it our” government by the opposing government. Revolutionary defeatism, 
they construe to mean, that we ourselves defeat the government,^ . , 
the overthrow of the government. Let us see how Lenin formulated t - 
question; 

"Revolution in war time is civil war* Transformation of war 'gg'®!!® 
governments into civil war is, on the one hand, facilitated by. milit^ 
reverses ("defeats") of the governments; oil the other hand, -it “ 
impossible to strive in practice towards such a tl 

^t' the same time working toward military defeat. That is cle^r 

g tterg©* • . - . ’ ** K 

Before ona eculd even talk of making the revolution during ^ime, 

qavs Lenin, it is first necessary to work for the^militaiy 

- - government Transformation ofwar into civil . 


one 1 s 


own 


war (read- maklngThe Evolution) As IMPOSSIBLE "without at the same¬ 
time working towards military defeat.*; The Trotskyists, those impatien 
"revolutionists" are attempting to skip stages, which in reel 7 
getting away further from the goal. "Of what need is there to work for 
the military defeat of our government when one can immediately im-ke 
revolution?" is a question an innocent Trotskyist asks, not realizing 
fhat ln this manner of work he will never get to see the revolution. 

With this innocent rank and filer it is a question of lack of understan¬ 
ding, But with Trotsky and Co. it is a matter of opportunism. These 
leaders aren't blind, they just don't give a damn!! 

Tt is significant that in France Trotsky would only offer political 
opposition, that is, he would talk for the sake of talking without pro¬ 
posing any concrete action. How can one even approach the revolution in 
such a manner? If a load of ammunition was destined to the front and 
Trotsky had influence among the railroad workers, ' v ° u R^ e . YiA^Yow 
sabotage that shipment? Mol Heaven forbidl l He would talk to them hoi, 
awful the war is, what misery it is creating, but °uncrete action t_ 
stop it, oh, no, that already means to divert from the path of politic! 
opposition. Such is the logic of a soclal-^patnot. 

Jnco more we will quote Benin on this question to expose the utter 
bankruptcy of Trotsky and Co: "The only policy of a real, not verbal, 
breaking of civil peace, of accepting the class struggle, is for the 
proletariat to take advantage of the difficulties of the government and 
its bourgeoisie with the aim of ov e rthrowing them . This, howeve r, 
cannot be achieve^T it cannot bo strive n at, without was hing the do o 

of nna ' q"nwn gover nment, without contributin g to suen adofe^t . gg-in 

Lenin makes clear that all taiK about overthrowing vhe government u is 
sheer b lay with phrases unless one worses for the defeat of hls °' 
gOTernmentl What has-this got in common with Trotsky’s verbiage about 
’’political opposition”? ’’The opponents of the defeat slogan are simply 
afraid of themselves when they do not wish to realize the most obvious 
fact of the inseparable connection betwee n revolutiona^propaga^ 
r o-P inof fhP unvomment and actions leading to its defeat• v J- no impc 

Tn ■ ITOrronin. devoted a 

whole' chapter to this question in which ,he exposed the inflated phra- 
'" 3+ ,.icgy with which Trotsky always justifies opportunism (pgll97) so 
we today must tear the mask off Trotsky's face and expose the hidden 
social patriotism contained within Trotsky’s ’’left” talk. _ No matter witl 
whom the Soviet Uhion may be allied, the task of the proletariat in all 
capitalist countries engaged in war is to work for the defeat o€ ’’their' 
own government. Anything but that is be trays. 1 4 , K.M. 
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vargas- puppet of American imperialism 

chain of imperialism is made of many- links, the rost important of J 
which ;Is .^merioan imperialism. In this stage of finance canital;the 
Sou.h American-nations have loomed as an essential and necessary-field 
for exploitation by. the American capitalist class. ’’luscious plum” 

°i bouth ..American nations, the one coveted most by>the world imbe- 

nalist powers, is Brazil. Recent events in Brazil have exposed the-- 
complexities of world imperialism and its true nature in action, affor- 
bing/to k-he. Marxists an opportunity to view the significant, component' 
parts... of a. whole .decaying economy, ^y dissecting the ’’guinea pig”. 
Brazil, we may :'bnip^hte light some general and specific' principles of - 
finance capital, which will aid in sharpening the blade'of‘workers’ 
struggle against the W.orld bourgeoisie. - v ; : 


The firm hold^of American imperialism over Brazil was.recently tbreu- 'j 
tehed by-the invasion..of the German compensated mark. It was possible 
through this trading device, the brain child of Dr. Hialmar Schaet, fo| 
Germany to secure, for a time a field for German goods, /*he compensated! 
mark assumes a quasi-barter form, by means of which the German-'bourpeoij 
sie are enabled to make a two-fold and even a three-fold" gain in this 
manner of trade. We may take Greece as illustrative of an important " I 
iieid of u erman compensated mark trade. 


the trade of two countries' could be improved. This occured on June 
22, 1937. Mention was made at this meeting of the failure of US^Brazi- 
lian trade relations to reach previously estimated figures. Recognition 
of the influx in Brazil of the compensated mark was- a significant note 
struck at this meeting. 

Data was secured by the American Chamber of Commerce in Brazil demons¬ 
trating the ability -of Germany to undersell the US because of the use 
of the compensated mark. In some cases Germany .was selling manufactured 
goods from 7-J-~3-5'$ cheaper than the US bourgeoisie, fhe movements of the 
D3 bourgeoisie to oust the Reich from Brazil new became rapid. Qn June 
26, 1937, the announcement was made that the US was going tt aid Brazil 
in the construction of three destroyers. To avoid any trace of impar¬ 
tiality, US officials stated that any .other Latin-American country, 
could have this same favor from the ’’generous” US bourgeoisie. It was" 
understood, howevery that since the construction of the ships- was to 
take place In the Brazilian Navy Yards,_ and since no other country had 
the facilities of' this kind except Argentina, that this aid would be 
limited to Brazil.(Aregentina 1 s ineligibility for US aid will be dis¬ 
cussed later.) Further, said Washington,' the technical aid would be 
furnished by the US, making Brazil, therefore, more dependent upon the 
United States. ' , - 


Let us assume that ermany buys a certain amount of raw material from 
Greece. She does not pay Greece in money or any other recognized form 
oi exchange, but instead credits the amount of marks that this material 
is worth to Greece. The marks are held in Germany as frozen credit- it . 
can be spent only in Germany, on German goods, at the price that German! 
lixes. In other words, goods are exchanged for alike amount, dependent 
upon the objective conditions existing in Germany. 


The time had : ' : arrived‘for Germany to inform the world of its -status- upon 
the question. On July 12, the Reich press said that : the US could not 
hope to replace Germany as the customer of Brazil. x he latter depends 
too much on -her cotton' exports. The Reich hitherto had been, a large ■ 
customer @f this product. To supplant Germany, therefore, the- US would 
have to absorb a great deal of Brazil’s cottin which would-mean the 
sacrifice of-US-cotton* By this the German bourgeoisie were attempting 
to.frighten -the US out of Brazill 


Further, a second advantage of the compensated mark, is that, ih her 
trade ^ with weaker .nations, one of Germany’s important exports i*s war 
material. Especially is this possible thru the strong hold 6f Thysse&i 
and . Krupp on German finances. After selling this/war-material to these I 
nations, tho difficulty <o.f. manipulating these war rdeviees "necessitate” 
the aid of German military experts-to demonstrate'; them. What follows is 1 
a-closer political and military tie of the weaker nation to Germany in‘1 
addition to the already existing economi* relationship. 

There is a third aspect of the compensated mark. Since it is a"'form of I 
barter, and because it lacks a world exchange basis, the Reich must 
seek a method whereby she* can secure exchange Thus, Germany may buy 
more agricultural, products from Greece than she can use.' The ’’surplus” 
products (surplus only in the sense that the', bourgeoisie cannot sell 
for .profit while^ £he oppressed starve) -thatGermany .has purchased from" 
Greece, is sord by - the Ggnman bourgeoisie, on' the won!d' market In C'^m- I 
petition with Grecian-products I In her trade with - other- powers 'Germany 1 
is 9 -BAbled to secure exchange values, ihe.'. 1-ess which she might sustain 1 
is made up by *t he. German botlrge® isle from profits of sales of "war ma- I 
terlal. Likewise the bourgeoisie receive subsidies from the- capita* 1 ist-1 
German government. • 

The American bourgeoisie... sensed the danger of the compensated mark. In -1 
a meeting with the.US state department Xn Washington, Arthur Souza*de I 
eosta, finance minister of Brazil, proposed a new bank system whereby 


The cotton problem, like other agrarian problems that the US industria¬ 
list is faced with, is easy. to .solve* .'The- solution? - the ; sacrifice of 
agriculture to industry is the answer of the US bourgeoisie. The aAA 
and the present, crop control program are .the.-methods of the Rockefeller 
Roosevelt regime* This is the reason for the success of Hull in his re¬ 
ciprocal treaties.- the -sacrifice ©f agriculture to industry. The price 
is impoverishment -of the. rural population..The-recent protests of the 
southern states may be viewed as the reaction of the large farmer to th 
policy of industry, but they are helpless before the onslaught of.•capi¬ 
tal. The .protests of the southern senators achieved little! .Thus, the 
German bourgeoisie, when' they threatened the US with dire > consequences, 
were merely hopelessly objecting. 

Th© US bourgeoisie continued its activities in Brazil. On July 16, 'the 
US agreed- to sell Brazil up to f 60,OCX),000 worth of gold to stabilize 
the currency of Brazil, i.he price that Brazil' had-to pay- was-a promise 
to protect the-' market of US. Thus as .the New York Times states, this 
requires measured for stopping the expansion of "German trade' which ; 
recently in Brazil has been outbalancing that of the US under the spe¬ 
cial subsidized agreement entered into- two years' ago between - Germany, 
and Brazil and involving the ;use of blocked marks .'' In 'additionBrazil 
Undertakes to remove'from .her -.tariff laws, provisions which have- ope¬ 
rated against United- -S.tab,e;s commerce. ” 

Because of the compensated mark dealings, Brazil lacked enough gold 
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?hp h wn??Thi S r Ure h r c ^ rr ?noy- The US imperialists having an "in" on 
the world gold supply and with her currency relatively ’’stable”, she 

hhhho 01 ? 30,7,6 v nd thUS bring greater pressure to bear up*n 

Brasil to oust the German bourgeoisie. 

As a result of the gold loa 
bank in Brazil, the Ihationa 
their spokesman, FD Rooseve 
of Brazil. There was to be 
’’aid” of US technical assis 
two countries. Vs/hat was to 
joint US-Brazil trade commi 
Washington- to be establish 


n to Brasil, through the only existing US 
1 City Bank, the Rockefeller interests and 
It, now obtained a headlock on the finances 
established a central reserve bank with the 
tnnce, to improve the relations between the 
follow was mere formality. There would be a 
ssion- one in Rio de Janeiro, the other in 
ed for the benefit of the signatories. 


On July 20, the Reich bitterly attacked the actions of the US in Brazil 
As quoted from the New York Times, it is especially interesting to note 
cri'c/* bourgeoisie will expose one another. Germany 

cri^s If the United States, besides her prohibitive tarriffs for the 
protection of her industries feels special so called dumping tariffs, 
necessary though they are* contrary to complete unlimited most favored 
nation treatment, then that is the United State’s business. It is extra 
ordinary, however, that the United States should urge a nation like 
Brazil, which produces and exports raw material and foods, to prevent 
1 ' ® importation of cheap industrial wares, though Brazil herself does 
not produce such goods.” 

The-Reich bourgeoisie then ’’suddenly” becomes self-conscious: ”ln this 
declaration the Hull-de Souza declaration in relation to the geld loan) 
one sentence is particularly important to Germany, which sets -Rmmii 

market) w, s worry and ^ th 

fears by mentioning the "cotton question" nf b U 7 tho 

"coSensa^? 11 ^ hUS mark, 

nomyfThroufh 1 the h dominant°capitails? inSeresJf^"thfur^h^Rocke 00 " 

feller-Roosevelt group, Germany is fled fn ai Lne Rocke- 

likely that in thl next wo™ U r L V th nUw??! £ ^ Qulte 

Reich fighting with it for the colofios of YJt ■ bave the 

spite of the present economic wj?fa?e between At ^ tMs ’ ln 

as the capitalists, who in tiJs ofCrmllcy" ^compete with^hYU^ 3 * 
c-orid forget their differences when threatened by their ioint +-m^ er 

proletariat, so the US and Germany, who struggle today J may n '•+■ 
tomorrow to crush for their own economic self preservftion 
enemy. Great Britain. 01 P resGrva tion, their commor 
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YiQ fundamental conflict between Great Britain and the United States to 
hich we have alluded now began to assume a dominant position in the 
Brazilian question. -The fierce struggles between these two largest imp¬ 
erialist powers reveals the key to the understanding of the most im- 
ortant imperialist conflicts in contemporaneous capitalist economy- 
bout these, two powers will line up the suttelites-Franco, Germany, Jap- 
n, according to beat economic interests of each. How nonsensical is 
hat thesis,, therefor -, whi&b countarposes fcfio ’’democratic” nations to 
he fascist nations as an antidote toward War.' It must be’ understood 
hat 'capitalism, the economy, and not fascism or bourgeois democracy 
he political form r.f rule is the cause of War.' ’ * 

horefore, the United States able to secure a foothold, in Brazil, was 
ow able to utilize the latter against argentine, the Puppet of.Great 
ritain. It is interesting to note- that the nation which objected most 
ehemently to the Pan-American proposals of F.D.Roosevelt, was Argentina 
row again she was to protest against the policies of the Unit -d States'. 


)n August 8, 1937, the announcement was made that tho United States was 
oing to lend six destroyers to the Brazilian government, pending ap- 
roval of both governments. This, as the report stated, was but one 
ore example of the ’’good neighbor” policy of F.D.R. The United States 
ould still retain ownership of the vessels and they could be ...recalled 
ny time the U.S. desired them. 

)n august 10, just two days later, Argentina protested. The United 
tat‘es was disturbing the basis for equality in South America claimed, 
be puppet of Groat' Britain. . Furthermore, suspicion was expressed by 
rgentina because the same number of vessels which were being leased to 
razil, were likewise under construction for Argentina in British naval 
ards. iis for the excuse that Brazil needed these destroyers against - 
arger powers such as Japan and Germany, Argentina scoffed and claimed 
hat-"six ships would be hopelessly inadequate against- these powers. 
Astonishment” wis likewise expressed by Argentina Vt t he Roosev ;1t»Hu 11 
>art - played in this matter. Uhat was becoming to the ■.’’good-neighbor” 
Policy? 

answers were forthcoming from Brazil and the United States in relation 
;o the blast of ■Argentina, on the leasing ...of the ships. The .Brazilian 
finance .'Finis tor, DE Souza Gousta, -chided Argentina for becoming - excited 
it leasing proposal. Brazil, he. claimed, needed these ships because' 

>f her long, unprotected coastline. Further, what had Argentina to.fear, 
ince Brazil, only possessed about one-half the tonnage of Argentinian 
g- strength... . . — • 

Vow it was up to the ’’good-neighbors” to speak their piece. They were 
indeed amazed at the protests of Argentina. Negotiations with Brazil 
k-d been going on for quite a while, and a for all., who could doubt + he 
“riendlincss- of the United States to her Latin-American children? Also, 
splaying, its inherent ’’democratic” nature, the United States was wili¬ 
ng to extend this "favor” to any Latin-AUerican nation which might de- 
ire it. The latter statement had some good effect: anyway. It. helped 
kicify the ire . of Chile and others who a> first had vehemntly opposed 
•he leasing proposal. Of course,,, Argentina was still dissatisfied. 

'he protests of,, Argentina - has 'some basis frbtr her own point of view. 


H 
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Sbo realized that at this time it would be verv difficult for Brit, in 
or any other European country to aid her as the U.S. has aided Brazil. ■ 
1 - is is due to the intense armament programs which the bloody imperial¬ 
ists have undertaken.. iith regards the European countries because of 
their .Lack of basic materials for armaments, an^'' obsolete vessel would 
probably be used for scrap iron. The■equally' bloody U.S. imperialist 
bourgeoisie can carry out. this scheme because cf her financial strength] 
relatively speaking,^ and. bee: use of her ability to mobilize almost im- 
meclately in time of imperialist war (Mobilization Day, war-mechanized 
machine plants, etc.), alse. the U.S. imperialists have the advantage of 
an .abundant supply of basic war materials. 


With the strongthfmtng of the U.S. in Brazil, the world was shocked by 
the coup do ©tat of President Getulio Vargas, on Nov. 11, 1937. Many 
interpreted this, and falsely so, as an invasion of Fascism in Brazil, 
a fundamental concept is distorted hero, especially by th vulgar Trot¬ 
skyists and the Stalinists. To these people, a militarv dictatorship 
is synonymous with a fascist movement such'as we sue'in Germany or It¬ 
aly. There is a great difference. The fascist movement rests'upon a 
mass' base m the form of the crazed petty bourgeoisie. Fascism in ad¬ 
vanced capitalist countries needs a mass base of this tvpe against a 
large proletariat. Police methods alone do not suffice" to hold the 
working class in check. 

In a military dictatorship on the other hahd, such as. the Vargas regime 
m Brazil, the bourgeoisie lean for support upon the police, army and 
navy. Therefore in contrast t© the fascist movement, the militarv dic¬ 
tatorship is relatively less stable. The military dictatorship ce.n be 
used effectively where there is a small proletariat. Because the mil¬ 
itary dictatorship does not have a mass base', it must tolerate in a 
semi-legal form opposition.organizations, including those of the work¬ 
ing class i xt cannot, unlike fascism, cut through every strata of ec¬ 
onomic j.ife and therfore crush all opposition. These are the import¬ 
ant distinctions between fascism, military dictatorships and bourgeois 
democracy, and we must call things by their right names. 

It is interesting to note, in this connection, the report ©f Frank 
u,. rvin, reporter of the Now York Times, who reports on Nov.12th- 
”Tho new.constitution sets up a somewhat Fascist state, but not entire- 
democratic than TIscistic , actually it is nationalistic” 
(our emphasis), and from the New York Times' of the same date: 

xt begins, to appear -that while Pres. Vargas has made himself* dictator, 
with the aid of the army and navy, his movement is not fascistic in the 
generally accepted sense of the term*"!” --- 

Just to indicate how Brazil is not fascistic, for the benefit of child¬ 
ishly naive people, we quote: 

”ln a move dictated both by hmane(?) considerations and a desire to 
strip the ”unitarian” ■ Vargas Government of every*possible appearance of 
Nazism or Fascism, Brazilian authorities have suspended deportation or¬ 
ders that would have returned to Europe 800 to 1000 Jewish immigrants 
who. are illegally in this country”. " S 

"In-candor it ^ould be stated that Brazil went out of her way in taking ! 
this step by even winking at her own immigration laws. These emigres 
- w « re iff, tfte country illegally according to common agreement of~ g bverh- 
mo-nt oTTTcials and persons int tc ‘K 
port e'd.~~~ ~ 1 — 7 --- 
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0 r the most part -they had come- -to Brazil on ninety-day tourist visas 
ith ninety-day extension priveleges and had simply remained” (K.Y 
imes, Jan. 12th-38). 

- t-r, the same article goes on to say that the largest group of ,imm¬ 
igrants were from the Reich itselfl 

o, Brazil is not fascistic. In reality it is one"of the ordinary mil¬ 
tary dictatorships of South America ruling in the interest .of an im-. 
orialist power, in this case, American", imperialist• And like those 
hat preceded it, it may once more turn to bourgeois democracy, This, 
y the way applies to fascism too. What is to exclude fascism once 
ore being forced, as a result of a beheaded workers revolution, into 
ourgoois democracy or so me other form of rule cf the bourgeoisie? ; i-.s 
e saw in Spain, the bourgeoisie can .even, if •forced to, ’’adapt” them- 
elves to workers control of factories and collectives. So too, may. 
he Vargas regime (read.American.imperialism) be forced to rule under 
ourgecis democracy, it is not excluded, 

argas is the puppet of American imperialism. It was under his pres- 
dency that America ousted Germany from Brazil. And now Vargas has 
ecently come forth with a let of exchange decrees, which reflect Amer¬ 
ce n domination of Brazil, as an example, we may take a - typical one, 
ated Dec,.24 in the N.Y. -Times: 

The Bank of Brazil is to distribute the exchange balances available 
o take care of‘Imports, exports, freight payments, commitments in- 
urred abroad by public utilities, dividends and earnings in general 
nd other remittances. , Distribution will be in ration ,of Brazil 1 s 
ra-de ."balances with the creditor countries, a factor giving the United 
States "a most f a vorable positiori. (bur emphasis). ”Gontro 1**by U.S. ’im-' " ■ 
ierialism ideoed! 

hat road for the, American and Brazilian workers crushed under fhe heel 
>f American imperialism? There is only.one solution! The workers of 
oth countries must fight against their oppressors- American Imperialism 
'he fundamental task for the workers, of-both countries is to overthrow 
heir oppressors and set up the dictatorship of the, proletariat-the 
olutiori to the ills and miseries that capitalism brings. 

forkingmen of all countries unite! ! 

hu have nothing, to 'lose but your chains I! 

r ou have a world to gain!!! 


Jan.1938 
Sidney Stamford 
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The _S;oa_rk 

from The ; Tro ts k y ls - t , a 

?Dec h 1937~"TV 7 ^^'° ^ t0 f?nx SS v? ° f tho Mexic ‘ an Trotskyist*organ * 
Strup-^le i eair^t- ' which lies that ’’Roosevelt calls for a ) 

of Trotsi4iarn * ,£ asc * sm . exposes tbe utter treachery and Menshevism I 
The article und -"X\£? ly u lr] ,!f? xlco > but thrvu^iout the entire world. 
So^iri ^iroci-tv beaoline goes on tr> say, in-true Stalinist and I 

"stride fashion, that- we, and the Democratic, nations must 1 

^otskyist support of the Spanish bourgeois Leva list' government is 1 
the logical outcome of Trotsky*s .. Menshevik war Position which he'bcistl 
P^^laimod during the last war, Lenin at 'that tLe and Leninists 
and always wil1 label such a nosition ”sooial~chauvinisTri n 
With ’which Trotsky always justifies opportunism”. see Len?n^s ”?h J 

«StS'g s^&ss’sLteiss, sgStiasssi tl 

\ ”^ rs ^Tl loset • The war in . Spa in is an IMPERIALIST' WaR J i ■ Anv t“]kl 
about prosecuting' tho war is frp^Hpw 'Uv Ki * • An 7 to. Ik 1 

going to tho sidf of the; class enemy! to fc W -warking-cAss,■ means 

W e '"Broftskyists to understand the .necessity of the everj 
existing independence of the Marxist vanguard, 'isolated-Lenin -nd ro’. 

^nb 1S tion°T ? r °MM i V he PaSt ’ Qnd re fuiros Marxists or- 

g^n^Zt.ti-on.il isolation from Trotsky. This is the reason that Glen 

a suprorter of the centrist POUM congratulates Trotsky to-day for his J 
present slogan of. "Long Live, the .Now POUM'%; which Q! in only mean the 1 
it^MinhL^M 1 ’ 1 " thls .°ptp st outfitj More than th^t, the Trotsky- 

i" srs^ri; sSiiSi ains *» 

Tr °J? k J ltc ' s ar ? Preparing to enter a Labor Party in the near fu¬ 
ture, which can only mean betrayal'of the class interlst fh c 1 

reason, the Appeal resolution on ’’Perspectives” only . comes out ag-inst I 

aryPLa™J S partyv 0r Tho r ci'rityit Whet t ab,Ut a "seriAne"' or "revolution- I 
J 1 or r^rty? The Clantyites, too, could support that! 

■^■Tter being a member of the Trotskvi tes for* o 1- xrv>o t ^^ , . 

POR?wpS 1 tF m GnM- I breaking with Menshevis/and joining the IteRy 1 ST 1 

KS ?iftJlnl £oST 2ritlon 18 th0 only on<; which I 

TURN THE, SPANISH IMPERIALIST VL.R INTO a CTVT t '7 P' FOR RWorrm-rt, ,,, 
DSPEaTISMi IN W«R TIME THE ENEPT IS ONE'S''"OWN" GOV™ IONaRY 

NO SUPPORT TO CaRDSNaS IN MEXICO IN SPITE O w " "’ROTSTV' 

PRoS-yfloS™ °? FILIATION TO LbORISH OR PEOPI-ES 

0NT ! B0Tr ‘ *■*“**• CLaSS collaboration: join Marxist workers league u 

William spencer (Member of DKC of 
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A Split From Weisbordism 

£ group ef comrades, ‘the writer included,have !recently .split from .-the 
York "'section®f the WeisL.ord .group,. (Friends of .the .Class .Struggle) 
a nd have joined the Marxist Workers League. 'The. Split took placer- on, •• 
the- Spanish .question. % . ... 1, . . 

The charactlh of the; Spanish War is adequately dealt within another 
article in this issue..' We shall confine ourselves* ,below, to other po¬ 
sitions that Whislbord bolds in‘relation to Spain ^and other important . 
questions- on which he has fundamentally false"-positions* -. 

k recapitulation of his polemics on Spain conclusively establishes the 
fact that he never understood the^ Spanish events..,- Unable to make .a , . 
comprehensive ’analysis of those events, he was led, into a maze of con¬ 
tradictions that forged tie base for his support- of the imperialist 
war' in* Sjoain* And for the sake of further clarity,., we must point out 
■the fact ; the falsifications of Weisbord and ether of the same ilk aid¬ 
ed in‘deceiving the masses about the re.al character of the Spanish, ev¬ 
ents and thereby helped to transform the Spanish civil war into an im¬ 
perialist' war. 

The episode where he deals with the question of the P0U3VI entry int© 
the Peoples Front government can serve as our ptint of. departure - in 
retracing his- positions. We quote from the '’’Class Struggle” of Feb. 
1937, page 9; ”Nor can it be said that even(?) from the workers point 
of view -that either the Catalonian government or the Madrid govern¬ 
ment whs ’’reactionary”. Were these governments engaged in shooting - 
down the working class and putting down the' lower orders, were the 
massesi ready to” push the revolution forward to socialism and were .be¬ 
ing kept back by the armed might ©f these governments, then it might 
be sid that these governments were reactionary in. the., sense that they 
were'preventing the people from building socialism”. 

In the above he invents new criteria for determining the claps ..char¬ 
acter of the ’government• Washing-'away the Marxian Concept that the 
government is the executive committee ©f the ruling class., he substi¬ 
tutes phrase mongering for Marxism and declares the government not. re¬ 
actionary because it is not actually engaged in shooting down the wor¬ 
kers . 

That kind of language we do not understand. To us what is decisive is 
what class the government rules for, what class controls state power, 
under what property relationships the state functions, and who con¬ 
trols the means of production. That is what determines the nature of 
the government and not meaningless empty phrases. Tc accept Weis¬ 
bord J s standards means to consider the Roosevelt government not re¬ 
actionary. And what about tho French capitalist Peoples Front gov¬ 
ernment? They are not shooting down the workers yet- are these gov¬ 
ernments not reactionary? What about the British capitalist gov’t? 

Or any other capitalist gov’t? According to Weisbord none of them 
are r-oacL. ionary since they are not shooting down workers! We reject 
that nonsense and firmly declare that all .capitalist governments are 
thoroughly reactionary 

Marxists cannot fall into a,, trap on this question as-Weisbord does. 

If the government- is not reactionary, then what is its character? 
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i .? rc S ress; l' ve I s there seine thing in the middle?Therb can be no¬ 
thing in the middle’That is obvious.When he labels the gov’t as net 
reactionary he means that it is progressive.And from this it follows 
that he supports the gov’taAnd he doesiBut before we go into' that,let 
us see what kind of a gov’t.Weisbord is supporting.We will-use his own 
words from, a previous issue of the ’’Class Struggle”,Sept• 1936 pg. 14: 

’’Of course the Socialists will not want t©' transform(?)the government 
int® Soviets •indeed the Socialists will take over the-'gev’t onh in 
d ^der^ to prevent the Soviets and the organizations of the workers•do¬ 
minating the scene and deciding events .Rather than alj&w -the Soviets' tc 
be formed the bourgeoi s Republicans . wilTlurn Parliament -over to the. ■ ‘ 

S a ci a lists” •(Our empha s is)' ~ 1 

First,since when can a capitalist gov’t be transformed into Soviets? 

That ftself is a revisionism of the first class .But”let us go' «h with 
the other points in the qiiotation.lt is correct as "Weisbord pointed out 
that hhe Socialists will prevent the formation of Soviets.In simple 
terms he points “out that they will rule in the interests'of the bour¬ 
geoisie.In ether words,the gov’t, will be reactionary.In view of this 
admission,how is it possible for him to make a complete, about face and 
label the- same gov’t.’as not reactionary?Did anything new enter the 
scene that changed the class character• 4f the gov’t?N©lI-with the 
exception ®f one factor.THE POUM ENTERED THE GOVERNMENT AND WEISBORD s 
AS ITS CONSISTENT SUPPORTER HAD‘TO JUSTIFY ITS NEW { BETRAYAL AND HIS 
SUPPORT OF IT14 * o 

Consequently,he was forced net only t -3 distort the real character of 
the government,but t® come' out openly in support of a reactionary gov’t 
To quote: ’’Now it is this concrete Situation with which we have te deal 
when treating with the question whether a truly revolutionary organiza¬ 
tion should enter the gov’t of Catalonia at‘the present time.We can 
summarize the situation as follows; - . 

1) The govt is made up overwhelmingly of workers representatives. 

2) The govt has the confidence of the masses of workers who believe 

that through this govt.Socialism can be established. 

3) The govt, is fighting a progressive battle against' reaction”{our 
empha sTs ,’TFaiTThe Feb. 1937 is sue of the Class sTrug gTe) ~ 

What do these points mean?Ttie fact that the govt, is made up of workers 
representatives does not mean that the gevt rules for the workers. 

Weisbird explained that above when he .said that Parliament would be 4 
turned- over to the Socialists to prevent Soviets'.Whatvwerkers represen¬ 
tatives,we demand to know?Tha"Socialists and the Stalinists?Are they 
tne representatives of the workers or the agents of the imperialists 
within the ranks' of labcr?We' think., the latter is true.,The Anarchists 
and POUM? They are n$ betterUAnd if the govt, has the ■ confidence of 
the masses.,Is that any season fi*r supporting it?The masses trust the 
gevt because then are. deceived,Not; entering the gov’t,but a sharp break 
with the*Government ? can remove this deception.But Weisbord is not inter 
os ted ih exposing the gov’t.He concludes that’’the govt is fighting a 
progressive battle against reaction”•(sic)He hands down this lie to 
rhe masses and helps keep them deceived: 

These distortions logically lead to his un Marxian concept that a”truly 
revolutionary organization”should participate in a capitalist gov’t. < 
r a* ■ •••>- .• r; a ; ‘ - 1 • v ► * ■* o j - •* 
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Ue quote: ’’Under such circumstances, if the other workers organizations 
through their united front decide that all wo rkers revolut ionary groqps 
ahould enter the government to carry ohTEe struggle against reaction 
an a for socialism it would be impossible for the POUM or any ofrher or¬ 
ganization to stand aside.” (our emphasis) 


Y*ou see, if the Stalinists and Socialists decide that all workers re¬ 
volutionary groups should enter” how is it conceivaole, from Weisbora s 
standpoint*, to stay oUt and bo left out in the cold? Get in) Get inJI 
and help in the betrayal. And that’s why wo think that Woisbord will 
n ot be left out in the cold when an Xi nerican POUM is formed. 


:n e realized however that he would have to throw a smoke screen of left 
phrases to conceal his support of this betrayal. We quote: However, it 
is an entirely different question what a revolutionary party should do 
once it gets int® such a transition government as that represented by 
the sick capitalist state of Madrid or Catal®nia. Of course a truly 
revolutionary party would expose the capitalist operations of the gover¬ 
nment "of which .it. was temporarily a part.” (Feb. 1937 Issue of Class^ 
Struggle' page 13) -• ( ; • . . . 


To begin with, what does Weisbord meanly a ’’transition” government? Is 
ho bringing back the old opportunist slogan of the■democratic dicta¬ 
torship? We thought that only the proletarian dictatorship-can be a 
transition to socialism. Ho is bringing in a now concept, -that before 
one can establish...the proletarian dictatorship one must, go through a 
transition, .distinct•from an 11 open reactionary government . it this 
government that he is talking about is a transition government, then 
it is therefore progressive. And that is -precisely the conclusion he 
draw's. •' '* * ■ 


However he confesses that this 1 transitional” government is a capitalist 
one. But that does not. prevent him from agreeing that it is ■ . ln 

principle for a ’’truly revolutionary party”, and we interpret that to 
mean, a Marxist' party, tb : enter a capitalist government, n ow.is it 
possible for Marxists to enter such a government? lo expose it?. h#w 
can Marxists expose a government of which they are *.a part? are they 
not responsible for every act of the government? Nay, even .more than 
that 1 ' In entering the government they become part and parcel of it 
and serve only the interests of the bourgeoisie 11 &ot to understand 
this elementary Marxian concept is not to understand anything.. Aeisbord 
understands nothing! Or much better. He Understands but does not want 
to understand.. • * 


Marxists call for. the shattering of the bourgeois government, and, for the 
establishment of a proletarian state as the only road toward fighting 
I reaction-and building .socialism” Weisbord ih reality is for. fighting 
[socialism, arid .building reaction. 

Events forced hit t'o change -his mind.' '■‘•'he government provided the pre- 
I 'reouis its he demanded. It shot down ..workers and according to deishord 
it "became reactionary. How e'lse could it „have been? ^id he , expect xP po 
shoot doTO the boSrgedisie? Only a fool Sould-'bo.so blind 1 As a xon- 
I secueh.ee of the May Days, the government suddenly, according to Weis¬ 
bord became'” openly coUht-er- revolutionary. To. quote: (Class Struggle, 
Sept . ,1937 page. 25) 
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^ The Valencia government had already become a counter revoluthenarv one! 
m essence,no botterthan Francois rule.” This u oneessTon that history ] 
wrested from Wei'sbor'd did not in the slightest degree serve, to alter I 

explain, that without the. service, of the* ■ l 
misleaders such as the. POUM, this even| would have been imnossible?N0i | 
On the contrary! He continued to support the 'POTJM. 

” The POTJM has played a. very clever move in calling for the setting up ,1 
of a ^ra<lo Sn'ion. ^roVf t^composdd solely of representatives of the IJGT 
and ; the; GNT-© (IBID Pg*,2S)» This complete capitulation to syndicalism is. 
doubly amazing* In one breath ho castigates the * trade union burcauracy, 
as wo shall see below, and in the next breath calls for this bureaucracy 
these agents of the bourgeoisie, to seize state power. 
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Lean that it is' a Marxist/ party? Or is it'a Centrist party and she re- 
fore deserves no support? There could bo no better way of deceiving 
the masses«. 

hnd what does the fact that ”they have healthy proletarian elements” 
Lave to do. with their program?Every proletarian party'has healthy 
(proletarian elements* Does that mean that we expect it to be a Marx¬ 
ist prty? Np« If it is we support it. If- it is not -then we say no 
support, he do not. speak in the ambigous terms that Weisbord docs. 

Our-language is clear to the class. Leave it to Weisbord to throw 
•dust into their eyes. The truth is that there can be.no better way of 
[poisoning-those-healthy proletarian elements than by not calling on [ 
them to break with their opportunist leadership which means a split 
from.their party. 


How far away from Marxism this is £ Not a word about the necessity of a 
Marxist Party, Not a word about the seizure power by the workers thru 
soviets,committees, workers militias,etc, Give Weisbord a government of 
trade union bureaucrats and he will be satisfied,The function s>f trade ] 
unionsis limited to the economic field. To conceive of trade unions 
holding state power is t«s» transform them to a political paruy and therefr 
erases she necessity of an independent Marxist Party, Trade uni“hs are | 
incapable of taking over governmental functions,. <*nly such, a ..form of 
organization,^Soviets- committees,etc)which includes all. oppressed people* 
a Pd- whiph. is..fcrmsd.;;for..the specific purpose ©f taking part in. govern- j 
mentalrule, and these must be led by a Marxist Party,.can guarantee a I 
government serving the interests of the workers. Anything esse is a 
prostitution of Marxism, from which Weisbord does not‘refrain in indulga 

To-- make;, clearer this revisionism we will; quote'further: ' ’’The fusion of I 
the C NT'- and sections of* the UG-T, especially those under''the influence of 1 
Cabellero and his left socialist sis becoming ever more realizable,. 8h-uNi 
such- a' fusion- take' place, it would signify that Spain is welli om the '1 
read to the establishment of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat”» (\ - ' IB 1 
p g. 29) '' M 

Is there no end to this?- Not 'bnlybdbes Weisbofd brazenly distort the 
role of Gabellerb and company, but he leaves the illusion that these"' nrJ 
tors will'establish the Dictatorship .of; theiProlethi?ial^ Npth.ins: s ou.ld: b- 
farther 'from the truth,- Did? not. 'events themselves ' prouve it? It :ls fajal 
to-say that : anything can lead towards the. establishment ! of the Dictator-! 
ship of. 'the Proletariat &c long? as a Marxist Party Is' absefit. Not 'to reJ 
ognize this is to fall into the worsjj kind of revisionism. 

Or.perhaps he believes that the P-.d.U.lf.' is capable- of lead ihg ' the. rev-1 
club-ion? . Yes t He' does i He calls them "'clever” , To him they are ’ the ' j 
most correct.', party. ” To him again "there is no better'organization : n 1 
Spain’’ * Only to . Weisbord is it possible that a Marxist'program will 1 
arise from'their poisonous centrism' because ’’they 'have healthy proi e- 
tarian elements.” These are-the'reasons he offered'for suppertint’the' 1 
POUM. That is "Why - he solicited material aid for them, ’’even' if it meantj 
aid for the London Bur6”.- - - 

is the above his conception of how a Spanish Marxist party can he born? a 
By' .supporting n the most-correct party”'? What is ' a"party'' thao' is mos- ' 
correct?-"Is- it-= a-'Marxist party or'’is not?. To' what degree is 'it Marxist? 1 
And --to what ' degreb : does it not v betray the ; workers ? What does he meat" ' 1 
when he'says ’’there is no better organization in Spain”? bbe s >hat^" " 1 


Weisbord believes that non-Marxist parties can be reformed. We have 
| the advantage over.Weisbord. We are convinced that the non-Marxist 
Weisbord cannot be"reformed and his group. That is why wo split. 

Dot us analyze his 1-position” on the colonial question. We quote: 
’’They, ...the Morro-can colp.nial people) eagerly kill the Spanish workers 
who refuse to call for the the independence of Morocco. And in a meas¬ 
ure they are correct.” (Sept.1936 issue of the Glass Struggle pg.14). 

Do-es this tripe have anything in common with Marxism? Can ho really 
he serious to say that the -colonial people ’’are correct” when th^y 
’’eagerly-kill the Spanish workers” is to indulge in'.sadism,' not .Marx¬ 
ism.- Does he condone this ' killing? ©f course he Goes. In no uncertp- 
ain terms he declares ”they..are correct”. Let us ask him why they are 
correct. We - quote: 

"They- are correct to take- arms whereever they can get them”.- ‘None can 
[deny this. But does it mean that they have to ’’eagerly kill the Span¬ 
ish “workers” when they get the arms? Obviously not. Who gave them 
the arhis? Was. it.not the Fascists? Their first duty would therefore 
be to. ’’eagerly kill” the Fascists and not the oppressed Spanish work¬ 
ers. Their duty would be t© work for the military defeat of their 8wn” 
government. But instead Weisbord tells them; ’’They are correct to 
resist and fight the Spanish government” That is. the way Weisbord hopes 
t% achieve freedom f$r the Spanish Moersii 

Hi s bankrupt prognosis is the following: ’’They are correct too in 
their estimation that their real enemy is the^. existing government, no 
matter who.composes it and that after they defeat the Spanish govern¬ 
ment, they can defeat the few officers in their ranks who might (?) 
try to prevent them from obtaining freedom”. .(Ibid,pg.14) There- is 
absolutely nothing in this argument that the fas,cists would be oppos¬ 
ed to. More than that, not even the' Loyalist bourgeoisie would have 
opposed it at that time when the character of the war was a civil war 
I of classes. Freedom for the Moors would "defeat the few officers (!) , 
l who might(?) try to prevent their freedom. 

How can one argue against - this? Or'better yet, should one attempt, it?- 
If one did it would be an insult to the intelligence of the reader. 

It is better.to let it lay. - "- 

The mental gymastics of Weisbord are no accident. Either he denys 
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events entirely 4r fails to develep them to the proper conclusions. 

The fact that "Two counter-revolutionary governments" are now prosecu¬ 
ting a war has not the slightest significance to him in relation to 
the character of that war. Revising Marxism on.fundamental questions 
has forced him to revise it on the war question. On .this ..question wha' 
he is unable* t© grasp is how it was possible for a civil war .to dialec' 
tically "grow" into an imperialist war. In view of his consistent com 
fusion one would Indeed be surprised if he was able to see it. 


The reader too, may deny that the war is an imperialist war. If he do 
he will be caught in the same contradiction that Weisbord is caught in. 
To Weisbord, so long as there is Fascism and so long as ‘there is a worl 
ers state, there can be no such phenomenon as an imperialist.war, with 
which the International workingclass must break. Weisbord is prepared; 
to deliver the oppressed people to the blood bath that draws ever near¬ 
er. Pie' will support the coming world wide- Imperialist war as he supp¬ 
orts the Spanish Imperialist war. In order to prove this, we will re¬ 
fer to Weisbord's new book "The Conquest of Power". We regret that 
lack of space prevents us from publishing all his "polemics" of the wai 
question, however, we will select the basic gems that he establishes, 
which in the minds of all thinking people must prove that he holds nc 
principled disagreements - vi th Stalinism and. will support the coming 
world wide imperialist war; We quote:. 


"The workers of the countries at war with Russia of course have to fol 
low the. line of revolutionary defeatism, fraternization with the Russ¬ 
ian forces and insurrection at home.. The workers of still neutral 
countries have another task; they have -the task of moT5TXizing' their 
nation f«ir war against the enemies of the Workers State, since a war ag- 
ainst the" Worker » s State is" historipally- a progrossive war" { Conques t 
of Power page 1148, our emphasis)« 1 ~ 


There you have a sarple of jingoism covered up. with ''revolutionary" 
phrases 1J' Weisbord is- not satisfied with passive social patriotism. No 
thing more and nothing less than "mobilize their nation for war". To 
fight for markets? Not' For the. redivision of the world? Weisbord a- 
gain replies nc. You see, Weisbord thinks that capitalist countries r 
will go'to war, not for booty, hedven ferbidl But for pure humanit¬ 
arian reasons, in order to defend,the Soviet Union. There we haVe a '. 
repetition of the Stalinist concept of "good" capitalist countries and 
"bad" capitalist countries. , 

Imagine the most imperialist country in the world, the United States 
fighting a "historically progressive war"11 Logically, therefore, 
Weisbord supports that War. The enemy no more is at home, but a la 
Weisbfrd, in germany and Japan, against this social patriotism, Marx¬ 
ists must once again reaffirm the Leninist slogan of revolutionary def 1 
oatism,, (to fight for the military defeat of "our" own government) in 
those countries allied with the Soviet Union and those fighting on the 
other side. 


To cover up his s®cial-patrlotism, Weisbord fling's out left phra 
"Tn short where America is conducting a war on -hho : side of tho q 


- , --- -r,- ***-** 0 w--- ^uSQS; 

In short where America is conducting a War on the: side of the Soviet 
Union, a war which is historically progressive 

r, , • .. _ / * \ V- - , . •? 4- ^ . 


i, a war vkuxou j-o uurj.uaxx.y piv 6 r« BS1 vein spite of the aims 
of the Amer ic an capitalists (l)vhere it is the duly of’ the \vorkers r 
to orpose €Ke" war as such, but to fight the method- of conducting: the 
waF T rrr5rcrpgriTsoi -- - -•-- 


rs not 
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How deeply has Weisbord buried Leninism on the war question!1 To 
resurrect Lenin's teachings we will take the pleasure in auoting 
what Lenin had to say on the character of a war: "The social char¬ 
acter of the war, its real meaning, is determined not by the loca¬ 
tion °x the enemy troops (as the Social Revolutionaries think, sink- 
ing to the.vulgar conceptions of an unenlightened peasant) , This 
character- .is determined by the policy which the war pursues ("war-is 
c \ c ontmuation’ of politics"') by the class that wages that war and 
the gims^ it purs u es" « To 7/eigbo-rd, the imperialist aim of American 
imperialism aoes not decide the character of the.war !I Not the war 
it sell . musk;- we; oppose, says Weisbord, but the methods of conducting 
the war. Bid you ever hear "logic" like this.? Here we have an im- 1 
penal is t country prosecuting a war £cr imperialist aims, -and what ' 
conclusions does Weisbord draw? To oppose the war? *NoT 'To oppose 
only the method of conducting the war!" From this we are ,to gather 
that Roosevelt does not know how to clonduct an imperialist war. 
Weisbord wno went to -Spain to study military strategy is'ready to .... 
compete with the Roosevelt generals and to sh^w to * the millionaires 
that he is the 'only one who knows-how to conduct the war. , 

And then follows more left phrases* "Through strikes and physical 
demonstrations of every sort, the working class must- compel the■turn¬ 
ing, over of the war to the proletariat so as to make-, it a war. for 
socialism.. . 1 By saying that the "working class must make It a 'war 
1 or-socialism he is thereby admitting that the war-would be.an-im¬ 
perialist war. - Forgetting the Leninist concept, ho conceives :of • a.. 
bright idea . .of- ho^ . t o; "compel the turning over-of ; f,he w/ar to .the . 
proletariat’ (as if the working class can compel the capitalists to 
turn over the war).- ■ Let us quote- Lenin to show how and imperialist 
war can be transformed ; into a civil wari -. 

^Tbe change. from.imperialIst.war- to .civil war canndt .be "made", as 
it is impossible • to "make": a revolution,; it grows out of a-multi- 
plicity of diverse phenomena, -phases,, traits, characteristics, con¬ 
sequences of the imperial is £. wap; . Such growth is IMPOSSIBLE ..with- 
out a series of mi1itary reverses and defeats of those governments 
which. 1 received blows -froiu their-. own oppressed . classes" . • ( The Imper¬ 
ialist-War. pg.,199- our own emphasis). . Whereas Lenin was unable to 
conceive how an Imperialist war could be transformed into a civil ' 
war without "a seri-ee of military reverses and defeats", Weisbord 
tells us that by purely using strikes and demonstrations' one can 
compel the turning over of the war to the proletariat". But- i^'the 
capitalist class can conduct a "progressive war"-what need, is there 
for -the proletariat , t-o "take over" the. war? In reality to: Wesibord 
there is. : none. The’ works of Lenin which is still alive- denies this* 
To repudiate the defeat slogan means too revise one's revolutionary 
actions to an empty phrase or sheer hypocrisy"-. (ibid -pg.200). One 
might ask a question:. Is, there no limit to- his nonsense? We will 
reserve an answer to this question until we analyze Weisbord's "po¬ 
sition" on fascism. Again we are forced to quote: 

If we attempt to pass judgment historicallv upon the fatscist -move¬ 
ment so as to guide our. conduct in relation to it, in short, if we 
ask ourselves the question, whether fascism is reactionary or pro- - 
gressive, we find, that the answer is by no means a simple'one", (ibid 
Pg« 676)• 

This is a roost astounding formulation. It is di'floult for him to 
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determine whether fascism is reactionary or progressive. This can.only, 
mean that if, is both reactionary.and progressive. We deny that. Any. 
person .who thinks from the workingclass view is convinced that fascism, 
is thoroughly reactionary. Why dpes Weisbord find it so difficult to 
a nearer this simple question? Let him tell us. 

"If (1} fascism is reactionary it is fundamentally because it has set 
back the only class -capable of moving the world to a higher technique 
and better relations*. ".( ibid p. 677). 

At least he has conceded the ! if" in the above. But why is the "if" 
necessary? "if fascism is ; reactionary’’.? It is_ reactionary I The ’’if”, 
only confuses • -It*, has no place in a sentence like that. Fascism is fun 
damentally reactionary! Leave out the "if". ' -'h ^ ’d a ’ j 

:.g ■' We would be justified in using "If", if we said that if 

Weisbord was a Marxist.he would speak in clearer language. 

Perhaps in describing, the other features of Fa.scism he will be more 
precise. And he is! There can be no mistake about the following quote. 

”An .excellent step has been made by fascism in. exterminating, the gang-, 
erous rot which was poisoning the working class in the, form of- the 
trade .union and socialist communist bureaucracy ! (11.) (Ibid pu_ 680) . 

Very plain! The logic of an idiot! Before he used ”if” in questioning 
the reactionary character of fascism. Now very emphatically he calls 
it "an excellent step", that fascism has taken in "exterminating the 
gangerous rot" of the working class reformist leadership. By .whp.se. . 

hands was the "bureaucracy crushed?'* Was it liquidated* in the struggle 
towards Socialism? Then it would’have been an .excellent step. But no. 
He says it was excellent that fascists did it. 

Can this be a mistake? Perhaps he. will explain. We continue.'the quote.- 
(ibid). "By hanging the laber bureaucrat from the .lamp-post and ex¬ 
posing his cowardice to ridicule ana shame, the fascists have done an J 
inestimable although unconscious(i) service to the working class." 

This language is.too clear. • , 

There can be n$ mistake about, the meaning .of this. He is actually ser¬ 
ious. He says that "the fascist have d^ne an inestimable although un¬ 
conscious (?). service in hanging the laber bureaucrat." Was this, ser 
vice unconscious? No. Nothing of the kind. It was deliberate, It was 4 
cold blooded murder not only of the "labor bureaucrats" -but of the enj 
tire wprking class. How can anyone speak about these atrocities being 1 
an excellent step? Only a We.is ; bofd can reason thus* 

The reader will recall that ■ he asked whether fascism was reactionery I 
or progressive from the historic sense and found-it difficult to an- ...J 
swer the question. His.arguments eloquently demonstrate why the ques¬ 
tion for him was so difficult to answer. He has discovered the pro - 
gressave (sic!), features of fascism. If it is progressive thom.it 1 

must be supported. This concept Is. not sophistry but is a fact, Marx. i 
Ists support what is progressivo .and-,conduct an intransigent, strug 't 
gle against what is. ■ reactionary. But. only, a . counter-revolutionist,. or 
a mad man ‘would lablo fascism historically progressive, 

Weisbord moves to a unique conclusion "Thus have the .opportunists, and 
the liberal reformists have been driven only out of the rank's of the ’ j 
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government but out of the ranks of labor as well.(l) From, this hard 
ordeal of fascism there must emerge a new working class, bred by the 
gven more intense contradictions and antagonisms of the future, thrust 
forward even still more sharply by the exigencies of world war and si¬ 
milar cataclysms, no longer divided as of old by craft lines, national 
boundaries, economic distinctions, reforms, ideals, etc; but now tho- 
poughtly united and welded together under the leadership of a tested 
Sind tempered vanguard. 

This is the progressive feature of fascism." (sic) (Ibid pg. 681) 

Eerily this ridiculous assertions is worthy of Weisbord prankism. ^hat 
pitiful rationalizing.- There can be nothing more untrue than to say , 
that a new working class will be "bred" that will be "united and welded 
together under the leadership of a tested and tempered ".vanguard." On the ; 
contrary, fascism frustrates every independent crystallization of the 
revolutionary masses. That the masses will arise, goes v/ithout saying. 

But it will never be because of'the "excellent" service: of the 'Fascists. 
In spite of them and against them the new upsurge will take placp. Even 
then it will not mean that they will be "now thoroughly united and‘Wel¬ 
led together." Only a Marxist party can weld them and serve as "the 
leadership of a tbsted and tempered vanguard." One cannot guarantee the 
birth, of such a party..In the absence of a Marxist party once again the;' 
revolution will be betrayed. What will Weisbord wish then? He.has already 
given us the answer.‘ 

He will call for the"setting up of a trade union government." He will 
wish that'the "gangerous rot" in the "form of the trade-union bureaucra¬ 
cy" which poisons the workers" seizes state power. That is what he did 
in Spain. Then he will call for the fascists.to take the "excellent 
step", unconscious(|) .from the standpoint of Weisbord, t of "exterminating" 
the opportunists and liberal reformists. After calling, for them to take : 
power he will approve of it when the fascists have ".driven them not only 
out of the ' ranks of the government but out of a the ranks ; of labor -as 
well." These are but a few threads of the network -of contradictions that 
Weisbord has woven around himself. Such is 'the penalty of non-Marxism. 

It is not surprising therefore that Weisbord comrs to the conclusion 
that he does. "Fascism in till likelihood, therefore- represents- the -last 
political .gas.p of a dying social order." (Ibid pg. 682) u 

This is emphatically false.' Capital can conceive of much more ruthless' 
ways of Oppressing the workers. Leave it to capital to do this if we 
workers do not overthrow capitalism and establish socialism! What 'in 
reality is mere correct in Weisbord*s statement is that his polemics 
represent the last gasp of a dying political doctrine* has nothing 

ir common with Marxism. One is inclined to ask; "Wherein does he differ 
from Stalinism?" It Is not difficult to answer this auestion. A micros¬ 
cope could not- detect any differences» Politically he is fused with 
ptalmism arid ail the left phrases that he can possibly muster will not 
^etinguish him to' the slightest iota from the principle agreements with 
ftalinism that he holds on all fundamental questions., 

F e n our group split from Weisbordism. in reality we split-from Stall- • 
^ism from whom we thought we had split a long time ago. It took a ques¬ 
tion as important as the Spanish one to put us on our feet. Workers end 
revolutionists everywhere have the same opportunity of once again moving 
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back to Marxism. 

However, the road demandstwo conditions • Firs-t, . one- must make an ana¬ 
lysis of the, Spanish everts from the standpoint of Marxian principles. 
Secondly, one must uncompromisingly break with whatever shade of revi¬ 
sionism that he at present' supports. .In reality these twb tasks,.are one. 

A correct evaluation- of ’-Spain; mubt lead to. such a break, ... ' 

It led our group to break with Weisbordism .and ..to join : the--Marxist; Wor- .. 
kers league. 'i'hat? was our first step towards Marxism. In’ theyLeaguh- now, ' ■ 
we are taking further'steps ,forward in the task of. working out,.a real 1 
Marxist program that, will clarify.’the ..grave confusion in the. ranks of 'thej 
working class. This; task'is difficult indeed but not impossible. As .a' ■ 
matter of.fact victory is assured if the right road.is.taken. 

We have taken the right royd. 'The. movement has too long been in the: . ■ I 

hands of Stalinism, Trotskyism, Weisbordi'sm, Oehlorism and ell other 
isms that have betrayed Leninism. The Marxists Workers League underbakes : 
the task, of reviving Leninism and to lay the basis for the rebuilding of . 
an American Bolshevik party, ^11”who wish Leninism to. be revived must do | 
what the ex-Weisbord group did, hr ■ I 

, ■ . ’ ’ ■ ... , . . ' ■ 

Break with non-Marxism11 

Join the Marxist “orkors League and help in the task of working but. a . 
Marxist program It The historic task of our epoch is the rebuilding.of : 1 
the Marxist party as a prerequisite to victory. Only -opportunists -'ill 
reject this; concept and we warn that we will reject opportunists. 

Down with/revisionismll 

Long live Leninismtlt 


■ ... .. ... 

- ' Bob' 'Golden 
Deb. 1937 : t . hj 


Correction: page 26 last line should- pe.ad’j have, been driven' not only 
out of the ranks'. 
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The Development of American Capitalism: 

A. Kind of Society in Colonial Period ’ 

1. The elements composing colonial society " • 

O C-.pitaa.ist form of Organization-Merchant class 

b Slave holding and capitalist form cf agriculture 

c,. G-u.ss struggle between. ?mll ’ lastowoors and large, between 

^;.rgo .Landowner and slave, between rising workers and commercial 
and manufacturing class, 

B; American Revolution as stimulus to development of capitalism 

ii nt « r - Jst ® f rowin o capitalism and landowners coincided-in 
the Revolution) 

0) Ci vil war- result of struggle'between growing capitalism and 
small landowners against slave holding economy. 

D, ; The imperialism of the 19th Century in the conquest of ter¬ 
ritory. 

_1) War agains t Mexic c 

5) The new kirfc of imperialism of the 20th century as distinguis¬ 
hed by the rise of finance capital. 

a.) ihe risu of monopolies as" a* result of concentration ef pro¬ 
duction resulting in the- domination- t f finance- capital over 
capital in general (the predominance of the financier over the 
merchant). 

2) The -domination of monopolies over free competition, 
a; Monopolies do not eliminate free competition but exist along 
side of it and over i t. 

L) Petty-bourgeois dreams of going back to '’free” "peaceful” 

, honest cornet it ion are utopian and reactionary' 

3) Imperialism emerged as a direct continuation af the fundamental 
properties of capitalism in general. 

4) The development of trusts, cartels, corporations, signifying 
the imperialist development of capitalism 

a) Spanish-Arnerican War 

5,. Production becomes social, but ‘appropriation remains private 
, (social means of production remain private property of few' 
ay Socialization in form, private ownership in content 
bj_ Profits go to private monopolists and not to state. 

1) State-Office boy of finance canital 

6) State monopoly- means of guaranteeing income millionaires 
m the industry on verge of bankruptcy, 

7; State regulates but dees not own, except in isolated cases') 
industries for benefit of whole capitalist class. 

8) Monopclies do not eradicate chars in production"* 

0 , a k 8 l0ng a s capitalism exists, there can be no. planned economy 
i To repudiate idea of peaceful development of capitalism through 
the medium of international trusts. i 

a -) Against revisionist ultra, imperialist theorv which claims that 
international trusts .dividing up markets among .various monop- 
exists) can avoid war* ^ 

1). Such International agreements are short lived, friction bound 
to come* ‘^ 

10) Consumers and producers cooperatives cannot usher in secialism 
but only function within framework of world finance capitrl 
(Scandinavian experiences) y 

U) Imperialism- last and highest stage of capitalism 
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F) American capitalism part of world economy developing along the 
same fundamental lines as other imperialist countries* 

1) Fascist imperialist countries .(Germany, Italy) are not introdu¬ 
cing anything fundamentally new as to alter the fundamental *ocon*_ 
om.ic content other ""democratic" imperialist countries 

G) The World War and the emergence ef American capitalism as a domi¬ 
nant factor (creditor nation) 

H) The Anglo-American conflict signifying a struggle for the domina¬ 
tion of the world* 

1) Coming world war will see America and-England lined up on opposite 
sides. The main struggle today is between these two imperialist 
powers• 

a) Listing the United States as a have power (not in the sense of 
owning colonies, but in the sense of having economic control) the 
main struggle consequently resolves itself, not as a struggle be- 
Tween the haves and the have nots, but between the haves and the 
haves. 

I) Rockefeller-Morgan struggle. 

1) The' Roosevelt government supports the Rockefeller group in its - 
struggle against the Morgan group. 


The State 

1) The State 

a) existence of antagonistic classes necessitates the institution of 
a state which is used by the ruling class to suppress other class¬ 
es. 

b) Primitive communism- society without classes-oppressing force as 
state unknown. 

c) Characteristics of a state 

1) special forces of oppressions such as army, police, courts, etc. 

2) capitalist state representing minority of population cannot tol¬ 
erate the arming of the people. 

) government- executive committee of ruling class. 

) state often tries to fool workers by raising itself up "above 
classes" 

D) Bourgeois Democracy 

1) In content- the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie in a hidden form. 

2) has parliamentary system which pretends to represent majority of 
people. 

5) Rules in most cases through a democratic republic 

A) allows certain liberties to the working class and tolerates work¬ 
ing class organizations. 

5) these liberties granted not by good will of bourgeoisie but be¬ 
cause of long struggle on the part of the workers. 

6) On occasions when threatened by the working class, bourgeoisie 
will even violate its com "democratic" laws and constitution. 

7) When bourgeoisie cannot rule in its own name, when it has lest 
popular support, it often then calls forth the reformists and 
centrists, who derive their support from the workers, and has them 
rule for the interests of the bourgeoisie. 

8) Working class must use all rights and liberties already gained as 
a springboard for the overthrow of the very same bourgeois democ¬ 
racy. 

9) Working class must not allow itself at anytime to become defender 
of bourgeois democracy and its government nc- matter under what 
pretense, ie; in the fight against fascism.- 
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IP) Distinction must be made octween fighting for the democratic 

rights of the workers and fighting to preserve baa rgeois democracy. 
The first we fight for, the latter not. 
g) Fascism 

1) The exonoric system is so.me as bourgeois democracy- private owner¬ 
ship of production. 

2) leans for mass support upon the petty bairgecisie. 

5) most thorough and uncompromising syc torv of bourgeois reaction. 

4) annihilates all workers organizations and trade unions or any 
other independent organization of the masses. 

5) Based upon destruction of parliamentarism. When economic crisis 
deepens and as a result of that the proletariat simultaneously 
rises up, there is an interaction of these two forces and revolu¬ 
tionary situation develops. Because of that, when parliamentary 
screens no longer suffices to hold workers in check, the bourgeoisie 
turns to fascism t© rule for it. 

6) Victory of fascism signifying the greatest control and centrali¬ 
zation 1 wn the part of finance capital «f the various institutions 
of state apparatus, such as executive and administrative bodies 
©f state, army, police. Finance capital through fascism gathers 
in its hands the educational institutions, press, trade unions, 
cooperative societies and all walks of life. Such a system perpet¬ 
rates deeply into the masses frustrating- every- independent cry¬ 
stallization of the proletariat. Therein is the gist^of fascism. 

7) Fascism is n©t necessarily the last phase within'tho* imperialist 
stage of capitalism. A revolutionary situation can develop as a 
result of an economic crisis, resulting in the gravitating of the 
petty bourgeois masses away from fascism. With that development, 
fascism loses its mass base and becomes a pure and simple mili¬ 
tary dictatorship, ©r another situation can arise. A DEEP crisis 
takes place facilitating the development of a Marxist party, re¬ 
sulting in a revolutionary situation or a revolution itself. If 
the revolution fails and the bourgeoisie Is not strong enough to 
reestablish Its old fascist regime, it will seek ways to adapt 
itself to the new situation. What kind of governmental rule it 
will establish, we cannot foretell. But to say that fascism is 
the last phase of capitalism, which means that after fascism must 
come a proletarian dictatorship- that is false. 

8) Against concept which conceives of fighting against fascism as.a 
separate stage by itself, separate and apart from tho proletarian 
revolution 

9) American "democratic" capitalism along with other "democratic 
capitalist countries aided the coming into power of German 
fascism. 

F) Military and semi-military dictatorships. 

1) Not having any mass base but ruling by means of army, navy, police. 

2) Lack of mass base forces some of the dictatorships to tolerate trade 
unions,-'or other working class organizations in a semi-legal or 
legal form. 

5) Other bureaucratic military dictatorships are forced to create some 
form of parliament which it controls, i,e; Poland, Japan. 

4) Liberal opposition parties tolerated in seme cases. In other cases 
even reformist workers organizations are tolerated in a legal or 
semi-legal form, i.e; Poland, 
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great distinction between fascist dictatorships and- ordinary I 
military dictatorships consists in this* 
a- in a developed capitalist country the suppression of all workers! 
organizations cannot be achieved by police methods. It requires fl 
the mobilization of the petty bourgeois masses and pitting them ! 
against the working class. 

b- An ordinary military dictatorship lacking a mass base cannot help 
but tolerate some opposition and &*4$nct therefore wipe out all j, 
independent organizations of the leases. 

(t) The Hoad to Power. 

1- capitalism cannot be reformed but must be overthrown'through 
revolution. 

2- capitalism will never collapse by itself. It must be overthrown by- 
working class, the idea that capitalism without it being overthrow* 
by working class can collapse by itself, is a revisionist one. 
.capitalism can go on indefinitely unless proletariat'overthrows 

it by insurrection. 

3- Treating insurrection as an art. 

a- distinguishing ourselves from s, conspirative revolts” i.e* 
Blanquism '* 

*" There j.s no transit!e the dictatorship of the 

bourgeoisie and the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

5- In backward countries where many of the tasks of the democratic 
revolution are as yet ur.acomplished, the ‘ proletariat in coming to i 
power must of necessity have as;an ally the poorest peasants,i.e• J 
an alliance between-the proletariat and. peasantry under the lea-* I 
dorship the working class. Only the proletarian dictatorship 
in this imperialist epoch can solve all the tasks of the democra¬ 
tic revolution. 1] 

a- No matter how the revolution in the backward countries start, 
^agrarian, nationalist uprising) to be successful in carrying 
•ut the tasks set for itself, the proletariat must take lead'of 
it and guide it successfully t© a proletarian dictatorship; 
b- the immediate tasks of-a proletariat holding state power in a 1 
backward country must be to carry out the democratic tasks of 
the revolution which the bourgeoisie in this imperialist epoch 1 
is unable to carry out fully. . f 

c- In backward countries where there exists no parliamentarian 

expression ©f.the people, the slogan.of a constituent assembly ll 
as a democratic slogan is correct and should be raised, if " 
course.this does not apply to countries which have passed this fl 
historical stage..There will come a period in the‘backward 
countries when this slogan will be outworn and then we must 
net use it. 

5- In advanced capitalist countries the immediate tasks of the pro¬ 
letariat after having seized power must be the carrying threu gh 
of the socialist tasks.of the revolution. ■ 

7- Necessity of Soviets as organs of power and as organs of insu¬ 
rrection*. As organs of rule it is a principle. As organs of 
insurrection, it is a tactic, (A Soviet is the best form «f or¬ 
ganization for rhe insurrection. But if circumstances have it 
that the t '.me becomes ripe for ihe Insurrection and Soviets 
haven l appeared on the scene, tbon the Marxist Party, having, 
the mar; nty ■: f workers behind it, can seize power in the name 
oi xaw l-o r y ;omma ttees, i evolutionary military committees or 
even m tne name of the Party itself for the working class. But ' 
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after having seized pov/er, in order to guarantee the freest express 
io.n of the masses, the institution of Soviets as the form of wor 
kers rule is imperative). 

a- Soviets to be established not on geographical basis but on occu~ 
pational (workers Soviets, soldiers soviets, soviets of agricultur¬ 
al workers)• • 

8- Against the theory. of spontaneity(luxomberg theory) pointing out 
that an organized insurrection ©f' the masses, led by a Marxist Party 
alone can guarantee a victorious revolution. 

9- No coalition with the bourgeoisie!! 

a- expressing the reactionary -role of the social-democratic-Stali- 
nist and centrist coalition bourgeois ..governments. (Spanish coali - 
tion especially) * 

b- Peoples Frontism- a new name, the old betrayals. 

1- It signifies unity of the. working class with the .bourgeoisie 

H) The Proletaries Dictatorship 

1- The rule of the proletariat as a class using, state power to 
forcefully maintain its rule, consolidate it and liquidate the o- - 
ther classes. 

2- The economy under this state is transition economy* 

3 - Inevitability of this state to collapse unless it spreads 
to other countries. 

4- State as transition towards classless society. 

5- Within framework of an isolated proletarian state surrounded 
by world capitalism, the liquidation of classes and construction of 
socialism is impossible. 

6- Proletarian state, representing the rule of the majority o- 
ver the minority, is therefore in content the most democratic state 
that ever existed. 

7*2 Necessity of independent Marxian Party to lead class towards 
establishment of the dictatorship and maintaining it. 

Note: Note: 

The Marxist Workers League is now busy working 
out a full program rn all important principled 
and tactical questions. In this issue we are 
presenting the draft on the Development of 
American Capital!sm and the question of the 
State, as the organization goes forward we will 
present drafts on other questions. We ask all 
workers to study the draft on the two questions 
and to write in their criticism to this publi¬ 
cation. If space allows we will publish .the 
criticisms, thus following out the policy of the 
Editorial Committee in stimulating open polemics. 
















Statement of Resignation from the Oehlerites. 


Jan* 7, 1938. I 

Political Committee Revolutionary Workers Leagues 
National Buro, Young Workers League: 

The third national convention is now over. I have no information on 1 
hand as to the exact happenings at the convention. But judging from theI 
past pr-oc-eedure of the League (-the Plenum and the Vputh convention) I 
realize what the line of the League must be. It stepped deeper into the! 
swamp of centrism when it swung its artillery against the left.,- whom itf 
labels’ ’’ultra-lefts” and ’’defeatists”. The opportunist social-patriotic 
position which the"organization adopted or the Spanish question was gi-l 
ven a rubber stamp. The bureaucratic and prejudiced attitude of the I 
leadership was taken up by the rank and filo( in NY and Chicago) and 
built tip a solid wall against any crystillisation .toward Marxism. Then 1 
this‘Same leadership proceeded to ’’clean house”, expelling the Marxists* 
who afterwards formed the Marxist Workers League. 

In view of all this,-I made a serious error ( more in the nature of 1 
a political crime), in remaining within a.centrist outfit and helping 1 
to fight against the Marxists on bhe outside. I made two Misjudgements.1 
One, that the position'.of the RWL on Spain was confused and could stilll 
be corrected. Two, that'the false position on-Spain did not change the i 
character cf the organization. It must be made clear that an organi 2 a- 1 
tion having a false position on Spain cannot be Marxist;I 

The Inability cf centrists to understand new historical phenomena- 
the transformation of the Spanish civil war into an imperialist war- 
is known throughout history to be true. These centrists, while'clinging ■ 
to archaic patterns, are, now-attempting to justify, their- capitulation 
to the bourgeoisie. After being confronted with the Marxist, opposition, .1 
these centrists tL*%u their guns against the Marxists (not at all unusual 1 
in the history of the movement--), and at the same time continue to lay J 
the basis for "left” support to all bourgeois governments. 

It was my duty to break, with the RWL and YWL at the sane time that I 
my comrades,who -are now in'the Marxist Workers League, did. I tried to 1 
reform centrism, while labeling it "essentially Marxist”. I now join 
with my comrades in the Marxist- Workers ^eague in the ; building of .a 
proletarian vanguard and. call -oh revolutionaries everywhere’ to d ; * the .1 
same thing 1 

For the defeat of the capitalists and their governments-for the vie- j 
tory of the workingclass11 

'(signed) Tom Marat 

Member of the National Executive Committee 
of the Yeung Workers league. 
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Editor’s note; We are publishing, this document of comrade Eiffel al¬ 
though we have principle disagreements with him on many fundamental 
questions. This article, however, deals with the dialectical relationship 
between imperialist war and civil war with which we express air agreement. 
The article was written in a form of a letter to Oehler on his return 
from Spain. It clearly demonstrates the hopeless theoretical confusion 
! of Oehlerism on the most impprtant question of the day- war, aside from 
pointing out the many contradictions of Oehler. We think that without 
a theoretical basis as this letter presents, it is impossible to have a 
1 sound, foundation not only on the Spanish question but of imperialist 
and civil war in general. 1 


The reader-will notice that the close of Elffoils letter deals with a 
slender campaign which has been instituted against him by the Mexican 
Trotskyi s-ts. He has been publicly accused of being an agent of the GPU* 
When he demanded that the Trotskyists prove their.-charges, they comple¬ 
tely, in Stalinist fashion, avoided offering evidence to corroborate 
their charges. Thus not only Stalinism frames revolutionists but its 
political bed fellow, Trotskyism. 

To further deliniate the bankruptcy of the Mexican Trotskyists, the 
latest issue cf their paper, ”IV International” contains the following 
headline: ’’Roosevelt Calls for Struggle Against Fascism.’ The content 
of this article hypocritically warns the workers against American impe¬ 
rialism and at the same time calls for a policy of marching separately 
and striking together with American imperialism against Italo-German 
imperialismi 1 Just like Stalinism, having an opportunist line, has to 
resort to frameups, so is tt the case with Trotskyism. 


August 14, lt>37 

Comrade Oehler: ” a *• ’ , • 

You say the ’’Revolutionary Workers League never characterized the 
Spanish struggle as ONLY an imperialist conflict”. In order to settle 
this question it is necessary to define clearly what we mean by impe-- 
rialist conflict” orimperialist war” (two terms which in this connec¬ 
tion are obviously synonymous) You have a mechanical and twta.lly false 
concept of what we'mean by imperialist war and what its dialectical 
relations with civil, war is* Lou claim that both can exist at the same 
time, one being ’’uppermost”; the main ’’aspect”, the other accompanying 
the former, etc. .Those vert terms (and'language has'to express ouh 
dialectical understanding of a given process) prove that you.have not. 
understood the essential relationship between class war and imperialist 
war; The latter in every•struggle within a class society,.is’only ano¬ 
ther form of class war,- that form in which the proletariat temporarily 
has been^driven off its class line, so that the class struggle in its 
actual manifestations has become a one-sided struggle. Thus imperialist 
wa'r'Uecomfis possible only if and when the class struggle, in Its direct, 
two sided, open form has been temporarily suppressed, and its transfor¬ 
mation into class wat*(i*e, back into class war) becomes possible only 
through a total and complete separation from and break with imperialist 
war Imperialist war and-class war (in the open ”twc sided” form.) cannot 
exist”side by side” , in the sense of your position, but are continuous!? 
fighting to replace each other. That is.the meaning of the alternative:^ 
imperialist wurH5r"~ proletarian revolution. It is pr,not and * M To- speak 
of the ’’Civil War*“and the imperialist. conflicts in Spain' 11 would-be true 
only if the struggle would be_ essentially a., class struggle, - which the 
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. g ea t imperialist powers would try to benefit from in a secondary sense 
-.s xey did with the Civil War in Russia. But the war in Spain is L 

s . / 7 an imperialist conflict and the only way for the proletariat 

to pro 1 1 1 from this is by TRANSFORMING IT INTO OPEN CLASS VA.R, which 
demands a complete break with it. The moment this break begins, class f 
W / r . , . e ? pen f ? rm and imperialist war formally exist side by side fo? 
some time,.but only formally, since in reality from that moment on the j 
basis for imperialist war no longer exists. In other words, once the 

^" s kack p n its class basis, the imperialist war is doomed tc 
yield its place to open class war,-- and even should the proletariat bej 
defeated in the resulting struggle, the essential character of the 
struggle remains} class struggle. 

How thee can be no way of getting around the fact that the Political 
oonfittee in the fall of last year had the position that "in the absence 
°* ?j C j; aSS P a yty of the proletariat, the Spanish bourgeoisie and the 
wora.d bourgeoisie have turned a civil wsr in to a war under the leadershi 
■g-5 - the hourg eois_le~~t;hat is. essentially an imperial ist conflict'*""‘aM""'! 
that it considered this fact/T.e, the change in the ESSENCE of the war 
as a fundamental fact” Am I reading too much into the word "essential!] 
as we used it then? That question can be settled by one single quotation 
from that very same article (which, as w© said in the introduction had ■ 
the task to analyze this fundamental fact” of the change ®f ESSENCE 
the war): ”Today... the masses of workers in the militia (are back) in 
their CENTURY OLD ROLE AS MERE CANNON FODDER FOR THE BOURGEOISIE” . (empha 
sized^in the article) If they are ”mere cannon fodder for the bourgeoisie 
then it is most certainly ONLY an imperialist war”. In fact, the vsrv 
affirmation that the war is ”under“TEe leadership of the bourgeoisie” 
says precisely the same. In other words, what we affirmed at that time J 
was that the class struggle had temporarily been replaced by'class cola- 
boratIon (witness the joint military struggle of the organized workers 1 
and loyalist” regiments, civil guards, police) That is what precisely I 
characterizes"imperialist war". There can* t be "side by side" an impe¬ 
rialist war and a class struggle. The moment the latter begins again, ] 
the former•s base is taken away* But this is not a process of "strengths- 
ning one against the other" as one would put your position, but of 
countero osing one to the other by a frontal a ttack: Liebknecht * s old 
ba';t.ie cry: DOW ttTH THE W^R,LONG LIVE THE REVOLUTION". All your cc.. - 
fusion-isfc formulations on the "receding" civil war of classes/only helps 
t0 ca - CQal the essentially imperialist’character of the war in Spain W 
which we ourselves had theoretically established in one of our officialj 
publication and to make the formulation of a revolutionary policy impo¬ 
ssible, thereby leaving those section*?, of the Spanish proletariat lea¬ 
derless, whichinstinctively try to break with the war of their masters 1 
without of course finding the correct way of doing .It: frontal attack 
vs. the exploiters STATE and its backbone,' the ARMY. -Their instinctive I 
elementary struggle could be transformed Into* the beginning of class wsl 
and the end of the imperialist war, but only on condition thVt there is 
a vanguard organization that tells tEom wEYt we belatcaTy~7ound~ouITTn“ 
October la s t year but never s I nee" hadn't he courgage of making the axis of 
our work; THE W..R WHICH YOU SUPPORT IS IN ESSENCE AN IMPERIALIST WnR.ilel 
A WAR OF YOUR OWN MASTERS aGaINST YOU... 

Now as to the practical slogan(revolutionary defeatism) which flows from 
our theoretical analysis of last October; its essence is clearly contain 
in the article of the Italian Left Fraction of Communism which as an elf 
pression of our solidarity with their point of view, we decided to publij 
not internally but in. the "Fourth International" That article said'amof 
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other things the following: "From the present situation, m which th ^ 
proletariat- is caught between two capitalist forces, it cannot pass over j 
into, an opposite one except by embarking on the road of Insurrection. 

No- evolution of the pre sent armies of Catalonia, Madrid, as turias <; 
impossible."No, what Is needed - is a sharp break, witliouI tFe slightest 
I ambiguityu" Why on earth did'you vote to publish, an article wiuh tnat« 
central line. If you were against it? And how could you be against it 
IfTou "reaTTv had understood, the "Essentially imperialist character of 
the''war?? Dr/'-ou still hold to that position or not? Gome clear ana st6p 
this unworthy play with words, to hide your confusion in the, face ot a 
war which‘does not fit the historical familiar pattern. . - 

Your formula is that of a "three cornered struggle”. Well, the only sense 
which this formula can have is that ©f comrade Stamm :s, Feudalism-Bour¬ 
geois Ie-Proletariat,- but this formula has no place in capitalist coun¬ 
tries"' in the decay stage of capitalism. Your three-cornered^^strugAp 
(the democratic bourgeoisie vs. the fascist bourgeoisie and the prolog 
tariat vs. both) is nothing but wishful thinking. The only correct «y 
*ef stating facts, not wishes, is to say that the proletariat, ins~ea -^ 
fighting vs. both factions of the ruling class, is fighting with apd lor 
one against the other- and you shOuldn*t forget one additional fact: 

"that the peasants in the main are fighting fmr the other faction. By- 
misrepresenting facts, i.e,by making belies that Spanish proleta- 

~ ria t is fighting vs. both, y ou make it impossible to bring ab out this 
ver' thingfwhile the Spanish proletariates iigULA'ig with and^TffiTH ( 
TFoVtaVe - apparatus of the "democratic" bourgeoisie against .ho fasc . t 
bourgeoisie, you dare to tell them.'that they are figh.ing-bothl- Me 
amount of elementary struggle vs* the bourgeoisie on, their own side 
wMich the workers continu! to carry on* not only does not endanger the 
capitalist ‘regime but in the final analysis Strengthens it, since, i. ; .«-s 
ashts , conscious goal to-' " intensify the anti-fascist .struggle" • -nly , he 
moment a Marxist vanguard force gives the struggle a definite d-*-e*.tior. 
aGaINST THE ’ STaTE, ABO VS All aGaINST THE CaFITaLIST aRMY AND iHE ^aFIia-- 
* -rcm' m, p thi'- str'iffsle becomes a danger s.nd initiates the struggle ,or 
the transformation- of the imperialist war into class war. The outburst 
at Barcelona could have been made that very.beginning, it °nj 1 . a nand 
ful of comrades had used it to spread the slogan; DO.ffl -.flxH 111 -..jJ!. I- 
LOSS LIVE TBS REVOLUTION HI But as far as I knew there is no group -e-t 
in Snain that has understood the essentially imperialist ohf-rac»er ■.»! . 

the war and the only possible way of transforming it inbe 
revolution. aS LONG AS THaT GROUP DOES HOT aPPEaR ON THE^c^CEHE-IL^- 
RI; LIST WAR IK SPAIN CAN GO OH INDEFINITELY, as long as eve.* . 1:0100 

like th» Revolutionary Workers League says that the war in Spam-is 
SoWlING R IN ADDITION TO BEING an IMPERIALIST War, end therefore not un 
imocriaiist war at all, Cthis is the only logical posiUon aheoretiSSTTy 
[ lud”practically) there is no d?i.ger topthe bourgeoisie and its war.. 

jhich you resort in 
in the lurch by all 
at the front and at 
,r another. And while 
between the prole- 
tnan the struggle 
as an abstract state- 
precisely your 


Protected from the left by the kind of "Marxism” to 
your confusion, that war can go on unmolested. Loft 
its "leaders” the uprisings of the Spanish workers, 
Lthe rear, will g© down in blood and despair one aft; 
you so on talking of the_Revolution and the strnggl* 
tariat and the bourgeoisie as being more decisive' 
between the exploiters themse!ves(perfectly correct 
ment) you actually put it until doomsday. It is 
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evolutionary” perspective, your belief that the present war can !i gro| 
er" kind of into class war, by strengthening the one "aspect” of thei 


”revolutions rv’ 

over” kind of in-co ciass war, uy strengthening the. one - aspen o u! i. uw 
war against the other, without a fundamental break with the whole war* 
which makes'a revolutionary policy impossible and prolongs the imperial 
list shambles and the continuously intensifying of the. crushing of the] 
proletariat and the peasantry. Only by admitting the imperialist.essence 
of the war, and by excluding .all intermediate ’’solutions” can we work f 0 
Ibhe Spanish Revolution*, Against all the -formulations of all. the ’’left” 
supporters of the war, that the war and the revolution are inseparable, 
we must pose the fundamental alternative that characterises our whole 1 
historical period: WAR OR REVOLUTION, . i.ej .REVOLUTION .AGAINST WAR. 
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Mow a fewmore words on the method by which the Trotskyists are fighting* 
against this position, and (unfortunately it has to be said) for.yours* 
Their denunciation to the police'quite plainly directed against that 
’’objectively pro-fascist” position . of the group here (therefore their ! 
shift from ’’Stalinist, agents” to ’’fascist agents” and their oVer repea¬ 
ted insistence'on my German nationality) and not against any harm our 
work supposedly does to Trotsky’s stay in Mexico;. Even in the demagogi¬ 
cal manner in which they quoted only a single sentence from Ayala’s 
open letter, nobody can be'seriously impressed by the charge especiall 
if one knows their press which continuously screams the name of Trotsky 
all over the page. Their-real attack is neither on this, nor is it only 
an attempt to eliminate us from the Mexican scene: it is,essentially an 
attack on the position of revolutionary defeatism- a political attack, 
in other words. Your only defense(or rather counter-attack) could be i 
likewise a political one. But since you on-the contrary agree with the 
Trotskyist evalLuation of our position, you really can do nothing else 
but defend us against the charge of being CONSCICU S agents of fascism. 
Thus y©ur ’’defense” will be at bottom an expression of political soli¬ 
darity with the.Trotskyists. In this, connection it is interesting that 
the Trotsk^rists in the first public meeting they have'held for ages, 
spoke of "our comrade Oehler”having, been arrested by the Barcelona -'* T 
government. Their line is clearly to Isolate us here as advocates of 
the position ef revolutionary defeatism, not as representatives of the 
RWL, with whose fundamental line on Spain they agree. 


?. Eiffel 
MexicC, D.F, 


DISCUSSION .ARTICLE 

[editor’s note: ' w . 

finis article does not represent "he position of the Marxist VVo £Kers 
League, It is an article representing the views of the author. Following 
out our policy of carrying on discussion in the open, we are therefore 
L Inserting this article. An answer to this article follows. The Draft 
program printed in this same issue represents the position of the 
Steering Committee of the Marxist Workers League. As it will be seen, 
the Draft contains a line diametrically opposed to the position put 
forward by comrade Gordon. 

The Democratic Dictatorship 

Ihe living are in the grip of the dead”, Marx once remarked, refering 
to the fact that the world is suffering not only because of capitalist 
dominion but also because of a lack of capitalist development. To us, 
in the United States, capitalist rule means the constriction of prod¬ 
uctive forces and a violent development of the•contradictions between 
the social mode of production and the system of appropriation* In 
the United States, the political conditions are present for the strug- 
gle for the proletarian dictatorship although even here, the country 
is burdened with remnants of feudalism, especially in agriculture. 

But to the peoples of the east and Africa, capitalist rule will be 
big step forward. In these lands, industry is. strangled by feudal 
forms and imperialist control. Agriculture is hardly emerged from the 
middle ages. The result is that we, proletarian revolutionists of the 
twenty century, are faced with problems similar to those that ^ ced lt 
Marx and Engles“in the nineteenth century. "The social revolution, 

Lenin pointfd out at the second congress of the Cl, "can be accomplish¬ 
ed only in an epoch that embraces the civil war of the proletariat a 
gainst the bourgeoisie in the advanced countries and a whole series of 
democratic and'revolutionary, as well as national liberation movements, 
in the undeveloped, backward and oppressed nations • From this it is 
plain that the party.that does not adopt a correct attitude and apv 
preach to the democratic revolution can never be the party oi the so¬ 
cialist revolution. Cur general tactics in the democratic revolution 
are conditioned by our dot rrlnaftibft to represent the future of the 
proletarian movement.in its .immediate struggles. It follows that th„ 
first condition for a successful utilisation of the revolution is the 
absolute independence of working class organization and policy. Our 
principle aims in the revolution are: (1) the arming of the workers, 

(2) the exposure of bourgeois democracy and the destruction of its in¬ 
fluence on the workers,(3) the creation of a power which will bn as 
hard‘on-the bourgeoisie as possible and will clear the way for the.pro¬ 
letarian revolution. Marx pointed out long ago that the bourgeoisie 
must first have Its turn before the Communists could hope to perman¬ 
ently establish itself in power, but "it does lie in their power to 
make 1 it as difficult as possible for the petty bourgeoisie tea use oheir 
power against the armed proletariat and to dictate such qonditions to 
them that the bourgeois rule will beforehand carry within itself the 
germ of its own destruction, so that their displacement la^ei by the 
rule of the proletariat will be ma.de considerably easier . 

Wh t will constitute a real victory of the democratic revolution? 

M arx and Lenin called on the workers to encouage the revolutionary 
terror and far from opposing the se-called excesses, they must take 
over the leadership of the masses and direct the terror. 
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At every point of* the stniggle, the workers must counterpose their do** 
mands to those of the bourgeoisie. They.must drive the bourgeois democ 
ratio proposals to the extreme and transform these proposals into direct 
attacks on the whole capitalist system* 

And most important of all-’’They must simultaneously erect their own 

revolutionary workers government hard by the' new official government, I 
whether it be in the form of executive committees, community councils,? 
workers 1 clubs, or workers 1 committees so that the bourgeois democratic 
government not only will lose its immediate restraint over the workers (|* c 
but on the contrary, must at once feel themselves watched over and 
threatened by an authority behind which stand the mass of the workers.” 
(Marx: Address to the Communist league) 
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gocialist dictatorship. It will not be able (without a series of inter¬ 
mediary stages of revolutionary development) to affect the foundations 
of capitalism. At best it may bring about a radical redistribution of 
tne land to the advantage of the peasantry, establish consistent and 
full democracy including the,republic, eliminate all the oppressive 
features of Asiatic bondage, not only of village but also of factory 
■life, lay the•foundation for thorough improvement in the position of the 


Here in a few words is described the very role which was to be played 
after the February Revolution in Russia t>y the Soviets of Workers and I 
Soldiers Deputies. It is plain that Marx is not calling for the prole¬ 
tarian dictatorship. He is callin'-? for the establishment of a power 
which will watch over and threaten the bourgeoisie, which will drive I 
the revolution to the extreme, which will prepare the ground for the i 
proletarian revolution.. In this power which Marx describes above, Lenin 
saw the ’’revolutionary democratic dictatorship.” 

In 1905, the Third Congress 0 f the Hussian Bolshevik Party proposed in 
the struggle against tsarism, the slogan ’’For a provisional revolution*- 
ary government” and had decided that under certain conditions, it was 1 
permissible for Marxists to join such a government, even as a minority. 
The Mensheviks and Trotskyists immediately raised a howl. It is absolu¬ 
tely impermissible, they howled, for Marxists to join a bourgeois govern 
merit. This they declared was treason to the working class. Y et it was 
this group of too, too pure Marxists who today openly announce their 
support to ’’rotten bourgeois democracy” while it was the Leninists who 
understood bourgeois democracy and at the propoer time, overthrew it. 

In answer to these righteous ’’Marxists” Lenin preceded to analyze the 
aim of his party in the revolution. ”A decisive victory of the revolu¬ 
tion over tsarism”, he wrote, ”is the revolutionary democratic dictator¬ 
ship of proletariat and the peasantry” 


”By its origin and fundamental nature,” he wrote, ’’such a government 
must be the organ of the people*s rebellion.” Lenin continously empha¬ 
sized that the revolutionary democratic dictatorship does not rely on :| 
parliamentary votes of confidence, but on the arms of a people in re- 1 
volt. To the Mensheviks any outcome of the revolution constituted a 
victory so long as the bourgeoisie took the power in its hands. Bur j&jfl 
Lenin strove to press the revolution forward, to conquer as much ground! 
for the workers as possible. He had no illusions as to the probability 1 
of this victory. He saw the liberals with their Menshevik tail proparinj 
a bargain. ’’This also”, he said, ’’will be a”bourgeois revolution” but 
it will be a half-baked, mongrel revolution.” But if Marxists do not 
stand aloof from the bourgeois revolution, if Marxists fight in the 
bourgeois revolution, they must also strive to lead and not only to leaj 
but to win a complete victory in the bourgeois revolution, and this 
complete victory is the revolutionary democratic dictatorship. 

: ’And such a victory will assume fche form of a dictatorship, i.e, it is 
inevitably bound to rely on military force, on an uprising, on the 
arming of the masses, and not on institutions established by ’’lawful” 


workers, and raise their standard of. living, and. last but not least* 
arry the revolutionary conflagration into Europe.”(Lenin:Two Tactics) 


gut you are making a coalition with the bourgeoisie, the Trotskyists 
cried out, and if you desire to maintain the coalition you will be 
afraid to scare the bourgeoisie away by radical proposals. Lenin replied, 
H ,..the Russian Revolution will assume Its real sweep and will really 
assume the widest revolutionary sweep passible, in the period of bourgeois 
democratic revolution, only when the bourgeoisie deserts it.” 

But hov/ long can the coalition last? Where does the break come? ’’Will”, 
answered Lenin, ”may be united in one respect and not united in another. 
The absence of unity on questions of socialism and the struggle for so¬ 
cialism does not prevent unity of will on questions of democracy and the 
struggle fwr a republic...Beyond the boundaries of democracy there canbe 
no unity of will between the proletariat and the peasant bourgeoisie. 
Class struggle between them is inevitable...Like everything else in the 
world, the revolutionary democratic dictatorship of the proletariat and 
peasantry has a past and a future. Its past is autocracy, serfdom, mo¬ 
narchy and privileges. In the struggle against this past, in the struggle 
jagainst the counter revolution, a united will of the proletariat and 
peasantry is possible for there is unity of interests..” 


•It is .an old legend of the Trotskyites that after March 1917 Lenin 
surrendered to the ’’Permanent Revolution” and gave up the old slogan rtf 
the ’’democratic dictatorship”. This is a lie. Lenin saw that the demo¬ 
cratic revolution was far from being completed but he also saw that the 
petty bourgeoisie had sold out, that they were not striving for the com¬ 
pletion of the revolution, that they were no longer revolutionary, that 
they carried on no real struggle against the war^etc* But it is especially 
important to note, that even under the new conditions, he did not reject 
this slogan. Indeed he carefully left the door epen for its active re— 
vival. In April he wrote, ”He who now speaks of ’’revolutionary democratic 
dictatorship of the proletariat and' 'the peasantry” only is behind the 
times, is therefore in practice on the side of the petty bourgeoisie and 
against the proletarian class struggle.” (our emphasis) Lenin does not 
reject the slogan absolutely . A real master of the situation before him, 
he sees all the political possibilities but he knows.that his tactics 
must be drawn not so-much from what is possi ble , as from what is real 
and practical. He does not condemn the slogan of -the democratic dicta¬ 
torship but 1 condemns those ’’old Bolsheviks who only spoke of it, who 
[did not understand the changed class relations hips, who sacrificed living 
Marxism to a petrified formula.” 

In present day society, hundreds of millions of people are living in 
countries where native capitalism hardly exists or where its growth is 
strangled by feudal and foreign imperialist oppression. Two years ago, 
Italy conquered Ethiopia. Today, Japanese armies are engaged in warfare 
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for the domination of China. In the Philippines, poorly armed tribesmen 
are in revolt against Yankee rule. British airplanes are bombing defer* 
seloss villages of India which dare to protest, against England ! s "pr:. - 1 
tection." Riots and individualist terrorism flare up in Palestine* The* 
Peoples Front government of France sends troops and ships to crush po-B 
pillar insurrections in Syria and Indo-Chlna. How important are the pro® 
blems which these facts present can be judged by .the fact that thousand^ 
of Moors are fighting with I talc-German imperialism in Spain, thinking® 
they are fighting for independence. 

; f 

The colonial and semi-colonial masses call for aid and leadership* It is 
cur'duty to supply this aid and leadership. It is the fullfillment of i 
this duty which constitutes the historic significance of our struggle | 
for the theory of the "democratic dictatorship." . . 

What do the Tnotskyites have*, to say? To the Mo who .have risen>'arms 1 
in hand, against American imperialism-- to the Indians who are being 
slaughtered by British bombers-- to the self-sacrificing Porto Rican 
bourgeois revolutionist— to the Ethiopians who are still juntamed by 
Mussolini*s executioners— to all the millions of oppressed in the back# 
ward countries, to the non-proletarian revolutionists’ of the world? 
"Oho", says Major General Itzak, "nothing doing here for you...You, 
colonial masses, you are too amorphous, you c-annot play an independent * 
role* All hope abandon." What has the Trotskyite to propose? Either 
adventurism, sectarianism .or capitulation to the class enemy. 


Discu ssion Article 
Against the KLrno ~ r ^- r ~T)ictatorsh ip_ 


«The old Bolshevism should be abandoned", replied Lenin to Kalinin 
p meeting of the Petrograd City Conference-of the Russian-Bolsheviks. 

It was Kalinin, Kamenev and others cf their ilk who accused ^nin of 
-ffoing back or ev- rything he taught before, in this accusation they were 
■correct. The question at heart was the democratic dictatorship ot the 
proletariat and peasantry. •■ 

‘comrade Gordon, unfortunately, is not even presenting Lenin’s point of 
view correctly, as wrong as it was. To put the question on the correct 
axis and not on the axis Gordon has it, we will therefore review some 
of Lenin’s writings to first establish the position of ^enin and then 
to argue against it. as to Gordon’s article, we will touch that separa¬ 
tely. Gordon is simply borrowing some of Lenin*s points and making out 
of it a new line by itself, which even Lenin would have had ,o reject. 

We quote from the agrarian Program of Social-Democracy (Bolshevik P&vty) 
page 80:"The struggle is being waged principally around the feudal xati* 
furdia,• which are the most outstanding embodiment and the strongest 
mainstay of the survivals .of serfdom In Russia. The development^of 
commodity production and capitalism will Inevitably put an- end to these 
survivals. In this respect, Russia has only one path before her,- that 

„ -P V,Aivn(Toni o rl Q \T 1 r> rim fin f, „ ” 


The Ethiopian war exposed the real stripe of these revisionists* Trotsky 
and Stalin both gave vehement support to the Lion of Judah, Emperor 
Haile Selassie. They both "forgot" to mention the oppression and misery Ik 
ofi the enslaved masses but advocated a line of tail-endism to the monar¬ 
chy, which was itself a tail of English imperialism. Oehler tried to b®| ^ 
a more consistent "permanentist". Seeing no hope for independent action 
from the. non-proletarian Ethiopian people^ he called on the Italian 
workers to establish Soviet Ethiopia. Field went him one better and 
issued the slogan of an Ethiopian Dictatorship of the Proletariat. How 1 1 
left these fakers can sometimes sound, yet bow empty and impotent are \ 
these slogans. Yes, the Trotskyites can formulate many deep questions 
and proposals. .They can make profound statements a.bcu t the complications 
in the epoch of imperialism, etc. Lenin said long-ago about .such people, 

’’..*we get riduculous and vain efforts to be -- '• profound, on the one]*; 
hand, and on the other hand, we get a description instead of aslogan, a * 
sort of melancholy looking backward instead of a stirring appeal to march 
forward. We get the impression not of virile people, eager .to fight for I 
a republic here and now, but .of fossilized mummies." 

For years the views of Marx and ^enin have been subject to monstrous 
.distortions and adulterations* Listen to the Stalinists. . Under the cover 
of Leninism they practice the vilest class collaboration. They use the 9 
slogan of the "democratic-.dictatorship" as an excuse for servility for 1 l 
the class enemy..While Thotsky for more than a decade has been able to I r 
put over his line on our movement uftder the cover of falsifications and* 
glossing over of differences. For years Trotsky has pointed out Stalinist 
to us■as an example of the evil consequences of the Marxist-Leninist 
theory.The result has been a series of splits in pur tendency of the 
labor movementThe result has been that we are faced today with the task 
of 'reconstructing Marxism-Leninism against.the triplet enemies in the 
working class movement-Stalinism, Social Democracy, and Trotskyism. 

Harry Gordon 


*s it seen, Lenin's main interest is to get Kussia out of the slumber, 
of the dark and backwardness. The central object which confronts him is 
the need of eradicating the feudal latifundia and the remnants of leu- 
daiism. This task he assigns to two classes, the peasantry and the prole¬ 
tariat, H e sees the liberal bourgeoisie working.cut a compromise with 
the feudal .regime, a compromise which he says will mean a ha.f-ba.tea. 
revolution. To offset this compromise, to lead the democratic revolution 
to its end, he therefore puts forward the slogan of the democratic 
dictatorship, a dictatorship which, he says, will not oe able to affect 
the 'foundations of capitalism”(Two Tactics-by ^enin) but will on the 
contrary "not weaken, tut strengthen the domination of the bourgeoisie 
(Resolution on Provisional Government of the Third Oongress) 

There are therefore two ways, according to uenin, in which the bourgeois 
democratic revolution can proceed. One way is "the bourgeois evolution 
of the landlord type", the other, "the bourgeois evolution of the pea¬ 
sant type." The former, says'Lenin, "implies the utmost preservation 
of bondage' and serfdom!remodelled in a bourgeois fashion), the least 
rapid*development of-the productive forces and the retarded development 
of capita 1 ism," and the second type? "The second type implies the most 
rapid development of the productive forces and the best conditions of 
existence for the mass of the peasantry possible under commodity system 
of production." — 

Before proceeding to analyze the falseness of Benin’s old position, we 
must divert for a moment to analyze the big difference between Lenin s 


Lenin was- confronted, with a situation in Russia where the feudal nobi¬ 
lity'was in cbntrol of state power. Seeing the' liberal bourgeoisie pre¬ 
paring a compromise with tsarism, he therefore concluded that the' 
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Russian Revolution will really assume the widest revolutionary sweep 1 
possible in the period of bourgeois democratic revolution, only when 
the bourgeoisie deserts it.” 

Posing the question as he did, Lenin was bound to fall into errors. He 
alloted the peasantry an independent role in society, independent of thj 
bourgeoisie and the working class. Who then would seize power if the m 
”bourgeoisie deserts the democratic revolution”? Not the proletariat 1U* 
That was not Lenin’s idea, for that would not ’’strengthen the domination 
of the bourgeoisie.” Lenin was of the opinion that 'the peasantry coul^ 
seize power and carry the democratic revolution to its end* 

’’That is why the bourgeoisie is incapable of carrying the democratic 
revolution to its ultimate conclusion, while the pe asantry is capable 
of carrying the revo'lut 1 on to the end ; and we must exert 1 all our efforts 
to holp it do so.” i 

Such a line carries with it the Idea that the proletariat is .not to be 
the guiding force of the revolution, but is to aid the peasantry to 
complete the democratic revolution, that Is, to put itself at the tail 
of the petty bourgeoisie. It is no wonder that Lalinin and Kamenev who 
followed out the logic of Benin’s old line landed up at the tail of the 
petty bourgeoisie. Only when Lenin said that ”the old Bolshevism should 
be abandoned” was he able to pave out a correct path* 

Gordon might object; ”You are lying* Lehin never said that the proleta* 
riat should be the tail to the peasantry.” But if one is to use logic,j 
and that is all we demand of Gordon* one must ask himself: if the pro¬ 
letariat is to lead*the peasantry, where shall it lead them to? To a 1 
bourgeois dictatorship? Gordon will reply in the negative. To what then 
To a democratic dictatorship, is the answer we will get. What will this 
dictatorship be in content? *nd now we won’t•bother any more Gordon, 
but we will go back to Lenin for the answer: ”Herc our path lies not 
from autocracy to d republic, but from a petty-bourgeois democratic 
republic to socialism.(Two Tactics,page TfJ 7 ‘ ' i 

It becomes clear that what L on in was after was a petty-bourgeois dicta¬ 
torship, or as Gordon would say, ”a power which will watch over and & 
threaten the bourgeoisie.” Have a laugh, gentlemen]1 The petty-bourgo* 
oisie, which is tied to the big bourgeoisie by so many bonds and threads 
and whose existence would be endangered Without capitalist -propoerty i 
relationships, will be ”a power threatening the bourgeoisie”!!I Could 
anyone have invented anything more absurd than such a formula as Gordon 
has ? 
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Lest we forget the big difference that exists between Gordon’s positlpi 
and Lenin’s, we must right now take account of it, ^enin, as we have see! 
brought up his formula of the d mocratic dictatorship as a means to over 
throw the feudal 'autocracy and ’’most rapidly develop the productive- jj 
forces...under commodity production” so as to prepare the conditions for 
the socialist revolution. Gordon takes a hold of Benin’s old ”p*etrifiedl 
formula” and resurrects it today under different conditions entirely. 
Gordon would have us adopt this 1 formula for India. Does he at least knc| 
the conditions in India? L 0 es he know that in India tho ’’democratic” 
bourgeoisie shares p#wer with the British imperialists? He'doesn’t men 
tion that fact. And more important. Does the feudal nobility control 


... 4 n Rirc-cia? Obvimidlv not I vv herein therefore < docs 

state power as they JW In Russis tviously n Ush , Gordo n<s 

t-ho democratic dictatorship •-.it m. wiu fondnlism pre- 

answer would be that it would eliminate the remnants of .feudal! ^ P 
veiling there. And .precisely this question touches the crux of vho m.t . 

Can the national bourgeoisie in -this imperialist epoch of declining, 

idling capitalism solve th, *£»£*£ affects 

• answers, 70s. We answer, npl.l “Jp When-it decays in England it decays 
•every nook and cornor oj. th» gloo,.. hc.n “ ' K ico> capitalist eco- 

rin India. When it decays in ^ parts. Even 

nomy I s * world economy ..nd not a sum ot - - ln India. it. could not 

W ore the national bourgeoisie to com. into P ' tion ^ could not 

/ fcrs £ « &r 

| each other. 

I to further illustrate the difference between the aino of Lenin, *hlch 

Colonial Question. is x - ■ -nieces Gordon’s insistence that 

['dictatorship! l It is 

% Lenin never gave up^tho slogan o the sessions of the Second 

** “ n ~ 

& ^Sl^afthfbesrsoluUoA ^lhe colonial 

masses? 

Unin at the sbeond Congress took the 

give theoretical basis to' the assumption 
that, with the aid of the proletariat of the leading countries, - e 
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backward countries can pass to the Soviet system and, through definite ! 
degrees of development, to Communism, avoiding the capitalist stage o f 
development «” (our emphasis) - ■ ’ : 

Cordon does not oven take' this point- into account, /according to him-, S 
’’capitalist rule will be a big step forward” to t K e ^copies of the East 
and Africa, You see,, the Belgian (Jingo, tld natives will have to go up .1 
the ladder; first to feudalism, the-h capitalism, and then proletarian j| 
rule. ”ln those lands industry is strangled *by feudal forms, -and impe- ■ 
..rialist control,” says Cordon, So what is to be done? A proletarian® 
rule ? Ho does, not ; von think of that I The native, bourgeoisie (and he J 
makes It an axiom that in every country the native bourgeoisie will ..M 
fight imperialist control) .will institute ’’free” capitalist rule, thus 
washing away all feudal forms and imperialist control. Again, he brings } 
forward the Stalinist concept of treating with the specific economy of 
the country not from the’ standpoint of world economy, I>ut from its indi* 
vidual, isolated one. It is dksy to foresee-that if comrade Cordon does 
not correct himself on this question* hemugt ’land up in-the camp of 
those who believe, in "socialism'- in one country”, :He. has • already laid the 
premise for that; .11 

In an article entitled ’’The Awakening of Asia”, written in 1913, Lenin, 
makes the following statement} ’’ World capitalis m, and the Russian-move¬ 
ment. of 1935 have completed the awakening - oT asTa. Hundreds of millions| 
sunk and' demoralized In a mediaval stagnation have awakened to a new ...I; 
life and to the struggle for the elementary rights of ■ humanity•> .The. 1 
r awakening #f Asia, and the beginning of the struggle: for: power among’ the 
leading, proletariat of Europeherald the : new period jof world, history . I 
whi c h is .opening at .the beginning hf the’ t want let hi century; .-^our emph.)* 

What thought is contained in these lines? That the imperial 1st epoch i 
.fully’developed, the backward countries- along capitalist linesWhen we-- J 
say fully wo mean : as far as Imperialism could allow. It therefore stands 
to reason that any further development of the backward countries can J 
only be undertaken, .not by the national bourgooisio, which even if it i 
wanted to, it cannot, because of its subordination .to. the ..Imperialist:B 
world, but # by tlx? proletarian revolution. Lot'Gordon .point out to :us - J 

in which backward country '.in.the....w.Qrl.d areythe feudal Itrds control H 

: state■ power! I.. d . 

Comrade Gordon Is as yet undecided as ; to' #h©'th6r::’f1id•'"sld^W:^r^'a•;1^ie^ioi 
cratic dictatorship holds good for China. Why this indecision? Because'® 
; he, is : well : av/are that the national bourgeoisie in China made ■ its demo¬ 
cratic-revolution, as . far back as in 1911,'But h© is confrontd with • I 
facts, and facts, ari stubborn things, that Chinais burdened with; rey *B 
mnants of feudalism. What- bettor democratic dictatorship • could there f . 1 
have been in China than the ”good old days” of Sun Yat Son? Why didn t * 
this government solve. the • tasks of the democratic' revolution? «ot be- | 
cause’" Suh ; --Yat':S-OH;'v^.---a^'Vac.cliJLat.or.*. %>! Because in this decline stage, fl 
of capitalism it", is. impossible- for any bourgeois gov' t, (and the demo¬ 
cratic dictatorship is a bourgeois gov 1 1 : or better said, fundamenta Hi 
a dictatorship of the bourgeoisie) to elevate the country to tho old. ; 
blooming days of Capitalism* Witness the case of Mexico. Is it not bur¬ 
dened with remnants of feudalism? How solve the democratic tasks in 
that country? It is strange that for M ex i co> comrade Gordon thinks that 
the.slogan for the democratic dictatorship is opportunist. Why? H e might 
answer that there the national bourgeoisie is in power. Whrein therefore 
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is the difference between a country in which the nat ^^ n b 2oufseoisie 
is in power and a country like India in which the na ,. dictatorship 
shares power? Why, we demand.to know, does the democratic d p 

apply to India and not to Mexico? 

One j r.ore wo are diverting fror- the central point. Wo , 

i however, one thing- wo have shown the groat difference. between -onin s 
' woas and those, of Gordon, but it is precisely ' Wow Lenin that Gordon 
0 borrows heavily; so we rust return to analyte ^nin s fundamental 

It will be remembered that just like Gordon, also bonin conceived that 
the tasks of the democratic revolution could be solved within the fr_m 
work of commodity production. «o quote from 'Two Tactics, page 84. 

for onlv a -completely victorious revolution (the democratic dictator¬ 
ship- our explanation) ca.n give the peasantry EVERYTHING in the sphere 
nf Lrp’fian reforms- everything that the peasants d.esire, 01 ykich -y 
dream/ and of which t hey Ifruir stand in need, (not for the abolition of 
- capitalism as the”Socialist-Revolutionanes”imagine, but) in ord ,r to 
raise themselves out of the mire of semi-serfdom, . out “L^he gioom of 
oppression and servitude, in order to improve their conditions ot lif.. 
as far as possible under commodity production . 

Basing himself on the experience of the 'petty-boirgoois Jacobin dicta¬ 
torship of 1792,-which smashed the remnants of feudalism and completely 
cleansed French society of the old feudal rubbish. Lenin conceived o 
such a dictatorship coming into existence in Russia, Where aid he err. 

Hi s error consisted in not making a sharp distinction between the pe- 
L riod of developing capitalism and the period of imperialist decay of 
P capitalism. What other error? In taking what was an isolated exception 
J and trying to make a general line out of that. It was precisely his 
failure to understand t u e reasons as to what made possible the Jacob 
dictatorship, that he fell into such a deep error, which we consider, 
not as Trotsky says, wrong in formulation, but false in content. 

The Jacobins supported themselves upon the city democracy, which was 
composed of small masters, assistants, artisans, and the whole city 
population engaged in handicraft production. The potty bourgeoisie was 
able to gather all these, diverse elements and lead them in a rgvolt 
which completely cleansed French society of feudalism*.After it had _ 
accomplished its task, the big bourgeoisie came to rule.^ho error of 
Lenin consisted in comparing the proletarians of today.with the rrench 
revolutionary. Jacobins. In t his - advanced stage of capitalism, ■ there is 
no city ..democracy capable of leading the rest th ° pGOp1 ^ 

The- leadership therefore .falls to the proletariat. Where should _ it lec.d 
to? If the proletariat leads, it can only be towards a proletarian rule. 

The peasantry is incapable of solving its own historical problem by 
itself. It cannot lead but must follow. A few words from Lenin, after 
• he’ already corrected -himself, will suffice to disprove not only Gordon’s 
present line but also Lenin’s former concepts* 

’’All political economv- if one has learned anything at all from it- the 
whole history of the revolution, the whble history of political develop¬ 
ment during the nineteenth century, teaches us that the peasant goes 
either w ith the worker or with the bourgeoisie . If you do not know this, 
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I would like to say to such citizens ...just reflect upon the develop® 
nnent of any one of the great revolutions;, of the "eighteenth or nineteck 
century, t will tell you why. The economy of capitalist society is such 
that the ruling power can only be either capital or the proletariat 1 
which overthrows it. Other forces thero are nofte in the economics of 1 
this society*’ (Volume *XVI, pa.ge 217) But citizen Gordon doesn’t know* 
this simple fact. 


Ihe old concept of Lenin which,Gordon has• resurrected, and of which M 
Lenin remarked,”it is dead...all attempts to revive it will be in vain* 
bases, itself precisely on the promise that no socialist revolution is I 
needed'to solve the-tasks of the- democratic, revolution, ' n •• .when the * 
peasantry has separated itself from the bourgeoisie, when it has seized 
the land a.nd power against the bourge oisie- then there will be a new I 
stage of the bourgeois democrat ic revo^lutTon,” As we see hero, LerTIn | 
speaks ah out tne po a s an try s e izTng 'the laricT - and political power against- 
the bourgeoisie,: .that is, assigning the peasantry an independent role' 3 
in society. It must be noticed that to Lenin:there are ’two distinct S 
bourgeois revolutions; one in. which the big /bourgeoisie seizes power •i 
for itself, and the second one--i’n which the peasantry takes over pov/er ’ 
and solves the tasks “o’f the. democratic revolution. With Lenin, therefore 
it wasn’t a question *f the bourgeois revolution growing into a prole- ' 
tarian revolution* He conceived of a“long stage of capitalist develop- \ 
ment for Russia, That development would, according to Lenin, advance 1 
the development of productive forces and thus create the conditions for 
a socialist revolution. In .this , history has completely proven Lenin’s i 
concept to be false, > 

As late as April 1917, Lenin was. s till groping in the dark and trying fl|jI 
to somehow reconcile his told ideas with the new conditions. In one i 

breath he spoke of the Soviets of Workers and Soldiers representing a ■ 
new kind of a state or, in Lenin r s words, "a Commune State” and in ano-® 
ther breath spoke of *the Soviets as representing the democratic dicta- 1 
torship'. An example of this can easily be supplied by giving one long : I 
quotation from "Letters on Tactics”: 

”He(Kamenev) reproaches me, saying that my line "builds” on.the imme- I 
diate transformation of this (bourgeois democratic)- revolution into a 1 
Socialist revolution, 

"This is not true. Not only do I not "build”' on tho "immediate transfor¬ 
mation’ of our revolution into a socialist one, but I actually caution j 
against it, when it Thesis No.8, I state; "Not the introduction of so¬ 
cialism as an immediate task,.," I 

Lenin here confuses the introduction of socialism with’the socialist®! 
revolution. Kamenev correctly takes Lenin to task and declares that•if M 
Lenin stands for a Commune State, then the'only thing it could mean'is M 
that the second revolution would be a ,socialist revolution. 


"The Soviets of Workers’ and Soldiers Deputies., 
tutorship of the proletariat and the peasantry” 


is therefore the die- 
* w And in another breath 

he says* Life has interlocked the dictatorship of the proletariat and 


bourgeoisie. The next s tag-e 1 


peasantry with the dictatorship of th 

the dictators hi p; of t he -prol etari at." While denying"Tnat 
vb.i.u Ulon .will T>e a scfcTa 1 isc one,'"He at the same .time affi 
"hexk stage is the dictatorship of the proletariat." * ~ 
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